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Re: Compliance with CEQA Notice Requirements for Notice of Intent to Ac_lopt a
Negative Declaration Regarding the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Dear Director Miller:

[ am writing on behalf of my client, Be Wise Ranch, regarding the recent Notice of [ntent
~opt a Negative Declaration (the “Notice”) regarding the County of San Diego’s proposed
Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program (“Proposed Ordinance”). As I detail below, the Notice is
deficient in 2 number of respects: ‘

e The Notice should have been sent to the State Clearinghouse in accordance with section
15206 of the Public Resources Code.

e The 20-day review period stated in the Notice is incorrect. The review period should be
30 days, in accordance with section 21091 of the Public Resources Code.

We believe that at a minimum, the State Department of Fish & Game, San Diego
Regional Water Quality Control Board, and possibly the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service should
have been officially noticed of this action. The necessary involvement of these agencies triggers
the requirements outlined above.

Accordingly, we request that the County reissue the Notice in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act, including but not limited to formal notice to the agencies
listed above, distribution to the State Clearinghouse, and a correction to the length of the review
period.
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L THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE IS OF STATEWIDE, REGIONAL, OR
AREAWIDE SIGNIFICANCE AND MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE FOR REVIEW AND COMMENT BY THE APPROPRIATE
STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES.

Section 15206 of the Public Resources Code states that a negative declaration for a
project of “statewide, regional, or areawide significance . . . shall be submitted to the State
Clearinghouse and . . . the appropriate metropolitan area council of governments for review and
comment.” Express examples that fit the Proposed Ordinance include:

s “A project [with] the potential for causing significant effects on the environment
extending beyond the city or county in which the project would be located.™

e “A project which would substantially affect sensitive wildlife habitats including but not'
limited to riparian lands, wetlands, bays, estuaries, marshes, and habitats for endangered,
rare and threatened species .. ..”

» “A project which would interfere with attainment of regional water %uality standards as
stated in the approved areawide waste treatment management plan.”

Be Wise Ranch is directly adjacent to San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and associated
wetlands. Contrary to the Initial Study’s conclusion that the Proposed Ordinance “will not
impact through, discharging into, . .. or hydrologically interrupting, any federally protected
wetlands,” the mandatory application of pesticides as contemplated by the Proposed Ordinance
will result in the deposit of those pesticides into the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and
wetlands via irrigation and stormwater runoff.’ In addition, Be Wise Ranch is within a Multiple
Habitat Species Conservation area where the federally protected arroyo toad is known to reside
and travel ¢ These conditions trigger required notice to appropriate state agencies, including but
not limited to the State Department of Fish & Game, the San Diego Regional Water Quality
Control Board, and potentially the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.

: Pub. Res. Code § 15206(b)(2).
2 1d. § 15206(b)(5).
’ Id. § 15206(b)(6).

N Exhibit A, Be Wise Ranch Site Summary.

5 See County of San Diego, CEQA INITIAL STUDY — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM, at
p. 21 (May 24, 2012).

6 U.S. Geological Survey, DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS OF THE ARROYO ToaD (Buro

CALIFORNICUS) AND WESTERN POND TURTLE (EMYS MARMORATA) IN THE SAN DIEGO
MSCP AND SURROUNDING AREAS, at pp. 17-18 (Oct. 11, 2005) (prepared for California
Dep’t of Fish & Game and County of San Diego).
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A. The Proposed Ordinance has the “potential for causing significant effects on the
environment extending beyond the city or county in which the project would be
located.”

The water quality of the San Dieguito River is regulated by a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) Municipal Stormwater Permit.” This permit requires
the implementation of a Watershed Runoff Management Program, which is managed jointly by
the Cities of Del Mar, Escondido, Poway, San Diego, and Solana Beach, and the County of San

- Diego.® Because of the certainty of increased pesticide runoff into the San Dieguito River, the
Proposed Ordinance has the “potential for causing significant effects on the environment
extending beyond” this area of Escondido and possibly to the Pacific Ocean. Furthermore, the
actions contemplated by the Proposed Ordinance affect compliance with the NPDES permit,
which implicates the five city co-permittees in addition to the County of San Diego, as well as
federal protections for endangered species such as the arroyo toad.

B. The Proposed Ordinance also has the potential to “substantially affect sensitive
wildlife habitats including but not limited to riparian lands, wetlands, bays,
estuaries, marshes, and habitats for endangered, rare and threatened species.”

As noted above, Be Wise Ranch is adjacent to the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and
associated wetlands. In addition, Be Wise Ranch is in an area where the federally protected
arroyo toad is known to reside and travel. The requirement to give notice to appropriate state
agencies does not depend on the County’s determination of significance of impact. In other
words, although the Initial Study purports to find a less than significant impact to wetlands and
biological resources, this does not negate the requirement to give notice to the appropriate state
agencies. In fact, the Initial Study’s acknowledgement of some impact indicates that the State
Department of Fish & Game, and possibly the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, should be officially
notified of the proposed action to solicit their review and comment.

C. The Proposed Ordinance “would interfere with attainment of regional water
quality standards as stated in the approved areawide waste treatment management
plan.”

As noted above, the water quality of the San Dieguito River is regulated by a Clean
Water Act NPDES permit. In addition, the San Dieguito River is a TMDL-impaired waterway.’
~ The application of pesticides will result in increased pollution in irrigation and stormwater
runoff, which may impair the recovery of the San Dieguito River. Although the Initial Study
purports to find a less than significant impact to hydrology and attainment of water quality

SAN DIEGUITO WATERSHED URBAN RUNOFF MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, at Executive
Summary p. 1 (Mar. 2008).

8 Ibid.

? San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board, CLEAN WATER ACT SECTIONS 305(B)
AND 303(D) INTEGRATED REPORT FOR THE SAN DIEGO REGION STAFF REPORT, Appendix
B at p. 85 (Dec. 2009). See also Exhibit A, Be Wise Ranch Site Summary; id. at
Introduction p. 8.

continued
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objectives, this does not negate the requirement to notify the Regional Water Quality Control
Board to solicit its review and comment. Similar to the acknowledged biological impact, the fact
that the Initial Study acknowledged some impact to the attainment of water quality objectives

i1 .icates that the San Diego Water Quality Control Board should be officially notified of the
r-posed action to solicit its review and comment.

Without proper notice to the State Clearinghouse and, at a minimum, the State
Department of Fish & Game and the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board, the
Notice is defective.

fL BECAUSE THE NOTICE MUST BE SENT TO THE STATE CLEARINGHOUSE,
THE PERIOD FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT IS, AT A MINIMUM,
30 DAYS.

The Notice is also defective in purporting to limit the period for public review to 20 days.
Because the Notice must be submitted to the State Clearinghouse, the period for public review
must be at least 30 days.'” We request that the County correctly specify the duration of the public
review period for this proposed negative declaration. The review period should be, at a

minimum, 30 days.

* * *

i"lease do not hesitate to contact me at (619) 238-2827 or at christopher.garrett@lw.com
if you have any questions or concerns.

Best regards,
/ P

1%

Clfristopher W. Garrett
of LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

Enclosure

cc: Rodney Lorang
Linda Hollingsworth
David Gibson
Ed Pert

Cecelia Gallardo

Carl DeMaio, c¢/o John Ly
David Martens

Nicole McGinnis

Brian Schoenfisch

Jeanne Krosch

Bill Brammer

10 Pub. Res. Code § 21091(b).

2
continued



EXHIBIT A
BE WISE RANCH SITE SUMMARY
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Organic
June 20, 2012 A . Z

VIA E-MAIL & FEDEX

&1 04 MO anoA

Jack Miller, Director

Départment of Environmental Health
Attn: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123

Re: Comments on Negative Declaration and Initial Study for Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program

Dear Director Miller:

Be Wise Ranch is submitting these comments to express concerns regarding the County of San
Diego’s Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. Be Wise Ranch asks the County to review the many
potentially significant environmental impacts of the Proposed Ordinance in an Environmental Impact
Report. But at a minimum, the County should re-notice the Negative Declaration and Initial Study to the
appropriate state and local agencies and to provide the appropriate time for public review—a full 30 days.

Be Wise Ranch is one of San Diego’s leading providers of locally grown, certified organic produce
since 1977. We offer a broad range of certified organic fruit and vegetables, which we grow year round in
an environmentally sustainable way for healthy, productive living. We provide a produce-delivery service
program for the local San Diego community, and we are a partner to a number of local San Diego civic
and educational organizations, such as the Girl Scouts of America, Cardiff Schoo! District, the UCSD
Triathlon Team, and the North County Food Bank.

The history of Be Wise Ranch demonstrates that agriculture can be environmentally sustainable-
and compatible with a variety of uses in the same area—including public recreation and the protection of
water quality in the nearby San Dieguito River and Lake Hodges. Our farming practices are not only
sustainable, but also safe and good for the land. We do not use synthetic pesticides, herbicides, or
fertitizers to grow our produce, but we are nonetheless able to grow healthy produce year after year and
preserve the quality of the land for future generations.

Be Wise Ranch has been cooperating with the County and the local community as a good
neighbor. Our voluntary control plan for eye gnats, based on the available data for this year, has resulted
in a 98% reduction in eye gnats since 2010. Our Voluntary Prevention & Control Plan and our latest
status report regarding our efforts are enclosed in Attachment A. We have installed eye gnat traps on our
farm and have helped our neighbors do the same, and we have installed other measures, like 13,000-feet
of a physical barrier between our farm and the community.

Among other things, we are concerned that some of the actions that may be required by the
Proposed Ordinance would cause Be Wise Ranch to lose our organic certification or would otherwise be
so cost prohibitive that it would mean the end of organic farming in this area, which would cause a variety
of undesirable environmental changes in the area. In addition, we are concerned that the County is
rushing into this ordinance without any thoughtful environmental review and without seeing whether our
voluntary efforts will succeed. A major organic farm in Jacumba closed down recently, so if our voluntary

June 20, 2012 ' BE WISE RANCH
Page | 10of2 COMMENTS ON ORDINANCE
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efforts are successful, we wonder why the ordinance would be necessary, particularly given the
potentially significant environmental impacts it might cause.

Our comments are supported by various studies and sources, which we will provide
electronically. Thank you for considering our comments and supporting materials. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (760) 746-6006 or bb.bewise@yahoo.com.

Sincerely,
[

Bill Brammer
Founder and Owner
Be Wise Ranch

continued
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COMMENTS ON
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEATH
EYE GNAT ORDINANCE AND PROGRAM

AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Submitted by

Be Wise Ranch
20505 San Pasqual Road
Escondido, CA 92025

Counsel : Date

LATHAM & WATKINS LLP June 20, 2012
600 W. Broadway, Suite 1800

San Diego, CA 92101

Tel:  (619) 236-1234

Fax: (619)696-7419

Christopher W. Garrett
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L INTRODUCTION

—

Be Wise Ranch submits these comments in response to the County of San Diego’s (the
“County”) Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration (the “Notice” or “Negative
Declaration”) regarding the County of San Diego’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
(“Proposed Ordinance”).

The Negative Declaration for the Proposed Ordinance is not supported by the evidence or
by common sense, and it is procedurally improper. As described in more detail below, the
environmental effects of the Proposed Ordinance must be evaluated in an Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”). There are a myriad of potentially significant environmental impacts that may
occur because of the Proposed Ordinance, which may require commercial farms to spray
chemical pesticides on their crops. This is particularly the case with Be Wise Ranch, which sits
. on prime farmland that is adjacent to public recreational areas, substantial drinking water
supplies, and other water bodies that are currently regulated by the federal Clean Water Act.

The Notice, therefore, should have been sent to the appropriate state, local, and possibly
federal agencies for review and comment, and the County’s failure to notice the appropriate
agencies and to provide the appropriate public review period renders the Negative Declaration
procedurally improper.

The County should determine that an EIR is required and draft an EIR to review the
potentially significant impacts to the environment detailed below. At a minimum, the County
must re-notice their Negative Declaration to the appropriate agencies for the appropriate length
of time—a minimum of a full 30 days.’

II.  THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE IS OF STATEWIDE, REGIONAL, OR
AREAWIDE SIGNIFICANCE AND MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE STATE
CLEARINGHOUSE FOR REVIEW AND COMMENT BY THE APPROPRIATE
STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES

Section 15206 of the Public Resources Code states that a negative declaration for a
project of “statewide, regional, or areawide significance . . . shall be submitted to the State
Clearinghouse and . . . the appropriate metropolitan area council of governments for review and
comment.” Express examples that fit the Proposed Ordinance include:

e “A project [with] the potential for causing significant effects on the environment
extending beyond the city or county in which the project would be Jocated.™

¢ “A project which would substantially affect sensitive wildlife habitats including but
not limited to riparian lands, wetlands, bays, estuaries, marshes, and habitats for
endangered, rare and threatened species . . . .

! Latinos Unidos de Napa v. City of Napa (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 1154, 1167.
2 Pub, Res. Code § 15206(b)(2).
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e “A project which would interfere with attainment of regional water quality standards
as stated in the approved areawide waste treatment management plan.”

Be Wise Ranch is directly adjacent to San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and associated
wetlands.’ Contrary to the Initial Study’s conclusion that the Proposed Ordinance “will not
impact through, discharging into, . . . or hydrologically interrupting, any federally protected
wetlands,” the mandatory application of pesticides as contemplated by the Proposed Ordinance
will result in the deposit of those pesticides into the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and
wetlands via irrigation and stormwater run-off.% In addition, Be Wise Ranch is within a Multiple
Habitat Planning Area (“MHPA”) area where the federally protected arroyo toad is known to
reside and travel.” These conditions trigger required notice to appropriate state agencies, 5
including but not limited to the State Department of Fish & Game, the San Diego Regional . ed
Water Quality Control Board, and potentially the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service. Confihu

A. The Proposed Ordinance has the “potential for causing significant effects on the
environment extending beyond the city or county in which the project would be
located”

The water quality of the San Dieguito River is regulated by a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES™) Municipal Stormwater Permit.® This permit requires
the implementation of a Watershed Run-off Management Program, which is managed jointly by
the Cities of Del Mar, Escondido, Poway, San Diego, and Solana Beach, and the County of San
Diego.® Because of the certainty of increased pesticide run-off into the San Dieguito River, the
- Proposed Ordinance has the “potential for causing significant effects on the environment
extending beyond” this area of Escondido and possibly to the Pacific Ocean. Furthermore, the
actions contemplated by the Proposed Ordinance affect compliance with the NPDES permit,

3 Id. § 15206(b)(5). —
4 Id. § 15206(b)(6).

> Attachment A, Be Wise Ranch Site Summary.

6 See Attachment B, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CEQA INITIAL STUDY — ENVIRONMENTAL

CHECKLIST FORM 21 (May 24, 2012), available at
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/ deb/pests/pdf/Eye_Gnats/Initial Study DEH_EyeGnatProgr
am_-_FINAL_PUBLIC_REVIEW - with_signature - May 24 2012.pdf [hereinafter
INITIAL STUDY]. '

7 Attachment C, U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, DISTRIBUTION AND STATUS OF THE ARROYO
TOAD (BUFO CALIFORNICUS) AND WESTERN POND TURTLE (EMYS MARMORATA) IN THE
SAN DIEGO MSCP AND SURROUNDING AREAS 17—18 (Oct. 11, 2005) [prepared for
California Dep’t of Fish & Game and County of San Diego], available at
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/mscp/docs/T oad_Turtle_Distribution and_Status.pdf.

8 Attach_ment D, SAN DIEGUITO WATERSHED URBAN RUNOFF MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, at
Executive Summary p. 1 (Mar. 2008), available at
http://www.proj ectcleanwater.org/pdf/wurmp/sdg_wurmp_2008.pdf.

? Ibid.
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which implicates the five city co-permittees in addition to the County, as well as federal
protections for endangered species such as the arroyo toad.

B. The Proposed Ordinance also has the potential to “substantially affect sensitive
wildlife habitats including but not limited to riparian lands, wetlands, bays,
estuaries, marshes, and habitats for endangered, rare and threatened species”

As noted above, Be Wise Ranch is adjacent to the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and
associated wetlands. In addition, Be Wise Ranch is in an area where the federally protected
arroyo toad is known to reside and travel. The requirement to give notice to appropriate state
agencies does not depend on the County’s determination of significance of impact. In other
words, although the Initial Study purports to find a less than significant impact to wetlands and
biological resources, this does not negate the requirement to give notice to the appropriate state
agencies. In fact, the Initial Study’s acknowledgement of some impact indicates that the State
Department of Fish & Game, and possibly the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, should be officially
notified of the proposed action to solicit their review and comment.

3

—3

C. The Proposed Ordinance “would interfere with attainment of regional water
quality standards as stated in the approved areawide waste treatment management

plan” -

As noted above, the water quality of the San Dieguito River is regulated by a Clean
Water Act NPDES permit. In addition, the San Dieguito River is a TMDL-impaired waterway.'°
The application of pesticides will result in increased pollution in irrigation and stormwater run-
off, which may impair the recovery of the San Dieguito River. Although the Initial Study
purports to find a less than significant impact to hydrology and attainment of water quality
objectives, this does not negate the requirement to notify the Regional Water Quality Control
Board to solicit its review and comment. Similar to the acknowledged biological impact, the fact
that the Initial Study acknowledged some impact to the attainment of water quality objectives
indicates that the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board should be officially notified
of the proposed action to solicit its review and comment.

Without proper notice to the State Clearinghouse and, at a minimum, the State
Department of Fish & Game and the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board, the
Notice is defective.

III.  BECAUSE THE NOTICE MUST BE SENT TO THE STATE CLEARINGHOUSE,

THE PERIOD FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT IS, AT A MINIMUM,

30 DAYS
10 Attachment E, SAN DIEGO REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, CLEAN WATER

ACT SECTIONS 305(B) AND 303(D) INTEGRATED REPORT FOR THE SAN DIEGO REGION
STAFF REPORT, APPENDIX B 85 (Dec. 2009), available at

http://www.waterboards.ca. gov/rwqch9/water_issues/programs/303d_list/docs/updates 0

20910/App_B_All Decisions.pdf [hereafter 303(D) LIST]. See also Be Wise Ranch Site
Summary, supra note 5; id. at Introduction p. 8. .

Page 3 of 28
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The Notice is also defective in purporting to limit the period for public review to 20 days. 7
Because the Notice must be submitted to the State Clearinghouse, the period for public review .
must be at least 30 days.!' We request that the County correctly specify the duration of the public Lovrhin UCE{
review period for this proposed negative declaration. The review period should be, at a
minimum, 30 days.

IV.  OTHER STAKEHOLDERS HAVE NOT RECEIVED NOTICE OF THE
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) requires broad notification of
public and private entities that will be impacted by a proposed Project. The County has not
notified property owners and stakeholders in the San Pasqual Valley who may have concerns
with the potential for pesticide spraying in the San Pasqual Valley.

At a minimum, we believe the following stakeholders should be notified:
1. San Pasqual Community Planning Group
2. Rancho Bernardo Planning Group
3. San Dieguito River Park Joint Powers Authority (“JPA”)
4. San Dieguito River Conservancy
5. The San Diego Wild Animal Park
6. Private property owners in the San Pasqual Valley
V. BIOLOGICAL IMPACTS
A. Significant impacts to the federally endangered arroyo toad may occur

The arroyo toad was first listed as endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act 9
by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service in 1994."2 The arroyo toad is also considered a Species of
Special Concern by the California Department of Fish & Game and a Protected Amphibian under
the State Fish & Game Code.?

1 Pub. Res. Code § 21091(b).

12 Attachment F, Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Final Designation of
Critical Habitat for the Arroyo Toad (Feb. 7, 2001) 66 Fed. Reg. 9414, 9416, available at
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2001-02-07/pdf/01-2253 .pdf [hereinafter Arroyo Toad
Critical Habitat].

13 Attachment G, STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEP’T OF FISH & GAME, CALIFORNIA NATURAL
DIVERSITY DATABASE SPECIAL ANIMALS 35 (Jan. 2011), available at
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/spanimals.pdf.
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Be Wise Ranch is located in an area that is known as habitat for the endangered arroyo
toad. The Be Wise Farm lease (“Lease™) with the City of San Diego (the “City”) specifically
acknowledges the potential for impacts to the arroyo toad. The Lease requires that the farm “not
use chemical fertilizers, pesticides or herbicides,” because of potential harm to the endangered .

. arroyo toad which lives and breeds in the area.'* The lease states, “LESSEE has been advised
and acknowledges that the boundaries of the leased premises are located in the CITY, Multiple
Habitat Species Conservation Program . . . . Lake Hodges/San Pasqual Valley Comerstone Lands
... LESSEE will provide fencing that allows movement of the arroyo toads and keep agricultural
operations out of the [Multiple Habitat Planning Area or] MHPA, pot use chemical fertilizers,
pesticides or herbicides.”' 9

cov\'H nued

Indeed, it is clear that there is a very high potential for a si gnificant impact to the arroyo
toad from the implementation of the Proposed Ordinance, which requires the spraying of
chemical pesticides. The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service warned, “[hJuman activities that may
cause adverse impacts to arroyo toads include . . . the use of pesticides and herbicides within or
adjacent to arroyo toad habitat.”'® Because significant impacts may occur, an EIR is required to
analyze the impacts and provide mitigation.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“U.S. EPA”) has warned expressly that the
pesticides Malathion, Diflubenzuron, and Cyfluthrin may have adverse impacts on aquatic
species.!” Within the San Pasqual Valley area, there is a use limitation for these pesticides that
states, “Do not use in currently occupied habitat.”"® The City has indicated in the Lease that
arroyo toads may be present on the farm or in the area. Therefore, an investigation to determine
if arroyo toads are present would be required prior to spraying, and the potential for a significant
impact to this federally endangered species is likely. Therefore, an EIR must be completed to

determine if a significant impact will occur and what mitigation will be required. .
B. Malathion spraying could affect bee colonies and other beneficial insects used for
agricultural operations in the San Pasqual Valley, and therefore a significant
impact may occur ‘ O

Colony Collapse Disorder has become a serious concern for beekeepers and farms alike.
Colony collapse has led to the mass mortality of honeybees around the United States, resulting in
shortages of bee colonies to pollinate important crops. Recent studies have implicated pesticides
as being responsible for Colony Collapse Disorder. The U.S. EPA has warned of the toxic effects
of Malathion, stating that Malathion “may be highly toxic to bees[] and has been shown to be

pam——

14 Attachment X, Lease, § 9.4
15 Ibid. (emphasis added).
16 Arroyo Toad Critical Habitat, supra note 12, at 9415.

17 See Attachment H, U.S. EPA, PROTECTING ENDANGERED SPECIES INTERIM MEASURES
FOR USE OF INSECTICIDES IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY 9 (Nov. 1998), available at
http://www.cdpr.ca. gov/docs/endspec/espdfs/37in1198.pdf [hereafter PROTECTING
ENDANGERED SPECIES].

18 Id. at pp. 9-12.
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lethal to many species of beneficial insects when used near or over nonagricultural areas
containing beneficial insect populations. However, the Agency does not yet have a method to
estimate risk to bees and other non-target insect organisms. Therefore, the Agency cannot
preclude possible adverse effects to beneficial and listed insect species.”lg The Negative
‘Declaration has not analyzed whether the spraying of Malathion in an agricultural preserve area
that is dependent on beneficial insects for pollination and pest eradication, could be detrimental
to those insects and the agricultural operations that depend on them. There appears to be a
potential impact, and mitigation may be required to prevent exposure of beneficial insects (like
bee colonies) to Malathion spraying for eye gnat abatement.

~——

C. Biologically sensitive habitats in the area will be impacted by the spraying of
pesticides

Be Wise Ranch is located in the City Multiple Habitat Planning Area (“MHPA™). The
MSCP subarea plan notes that Be Wise Ranch is located amongst important habitats in the
MHPA that support sensitive plant and animal species:

The Hodges Reservoir/San Pasqual Valley core area represents one
of the largest continuous blocks of habitat in the MSCP study area
and serves as a major east-west corridor. This area includes core
gnatcatcher and cactus wren populations, one of the two “centers
of distribution” for Encinitas baccharis in the MSCP study area,
large expanses of grassland that provide valuable raptor foraging
habitat and valuable wetland habitat in San Pasqual Valley which
supports several MSCP target species dependent on riparnian
habitats. The western portion of the valley, east of I-15 and above
the drawdown area of the lake, is currently an intensively farmed
agricultural preserve which has been cultivated since before this
century.

The most important areas for conservation are those natural areas
around Hodges Reservoir, the riparian habitat along the San
Dieguito River and its tributaries through San Pasqual Valley, and
the naturally vegetated slopes above the river valley. The majority
of the riparian habitats in the river valley provide excellent
opportunities for restoration and enhancement of the wildlife
corridor through the valley. Conserved lands in the Hodges
Reservoir/San Pasqual Valley area will be the comerstone for a

19 Attachment I, U.S. EPA, Reregistration Eligibility Decision (RED) for Malathion (July
2006) No. 0248, at p. 58, available at
http://www .epa.gov/oppsrrd 1/REDs/malathion_red.pdf.
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natural east/west open space corridor within the San Dieguito —-1
River Valley and San Pasqual Valley.? [ ‘

The Negative Declaration fails to identify or even analyze the potential impacts to these conty W'WCA
sensitive habitats. As noted in IL.A above, Be Wise Ranch has been precluded from using
chemical pesticides, specifically due to the property’s proximity to sensitive habitat. A County
order to use pesticides to abate eye gnats would significantly change the existing environment of
the area and the agricultural operations of the farm, which could have significant impacts on the ;
adjacent MHPA area. In addition, the U.S. EPA has warned that the pesticide Diflubenzuron has
the potential to adversely affect avian species such as the Least Bell’s Vireo.2! Within the San "L
Pasqual Valley area, there is a use limitation for these pesticides that states, “Do not use in '
currently occupied habitat.”* A full biological analysis is required as part of an EIR to determine
the location of Least Bell’s Vireo in the area where Diflubenzuron would be sprayed and to
determine the extent of impacts, and necessary mitigation.

VI. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
A. Conversion of Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance

The Proposed Ordinance has the potential to convert Prime Farmland and F armland of
Statewide Importance to non-agricultural purposes. The Be Wise Ranch area is designated by the
California Department of Conservation as including Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide
Importance.? [ 5

Prime Farmland is “Farmland with the best combination of physical and chemical
features able to sustain long term agricultural production. This land has the soil quality, growing
season, and moisture supply needed to produce sustained high yields. Land must have been used
for irr%ated agricultural production at some time during the four years prior to the mapping
date.”

Farmland of Statewide Importance is defined as “Farmland similar to Prime Farmland but
with minor shortcomings, such as greater slopes or less ability to store soil moisture. Land must

20 Attachment J, CITY OF SAN DIEGO, MSCP SUBAREA PLAN 29 (Mar. 1997), available at
http://www.sandiego. gov/planning/mscp/pdf/subareafull version.pdf [hereafter CiTy

MSCP SUBAREA PLAN].
21 See PROTECTING ENDANGERED SPECIES, supra note 17, at p. 9.
2 See id. at pp. 9—13.
23 Attachment K, STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEP’T OF CONSERVATION, SAN DIEGO COUNTY

IMPORTANT FARMLAND 2008 (2008), available at
ftp://fip.consrv.ca. gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2008/sdg08_west.pdf.

2 Attachment L, Important Farmland Map Categories, STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEP’T OF
CONSERVATION,
http://www.conservation.ca. gov/dlrp/fmmp/mccu/Pages/map_categories.aspx (last visited
June 18, 2012).
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have been used for irrigated agricultural production at some time during the four years prior to
the mapping date.”

1. Conversion from Organic Agriculture

The Proposed Ordinance makes it clear that the County can and will require eye
gnat abatement strategies that will cause Be Wise Ranch organic farm to lose its organic
certification, and thereby convert Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance to
open space. Although the Proposed Ordinance states that tactics that would eliminate organic

agriculture on particular site would be used “only as a last resort,” the Proposed Ordinance is (o hﬁﬂu CL\

very clear that the County has determined that, if needed, its “policy” is to use its regulatory
authority to “cause the loss of organic farming certifications, or that would restrict crops grown
on a farm.”% ‘

CEQA requires that the all of the potential impacts of the ordinance must be evaluated
and the possibility of one impact or another occurring due to the level of abatement measures
required in any given instance cannot reduce the level of impact. The Proposed Ordinance
clearly states that it is the policy of the County to use abatement measures that could cause an
organic farm to lose its organic certification, thereby rendering that farm unable to continue
agricultural operations.”’ .

In the case of Be Wise Ranch, due to its location adjacent to the Lake Hodges Drinking
Water Reservoir (“Hodges Reservoir”), the farm is required by its Lease with the City to only
use organic agricultural practices. Therefore, a County requirement to spray pesticides will cause
Be Wise Ranch to violate its lease with the City and require it to cease agricultural operations.
The property would, therefore, be converted to open space, because only organic farming is
allowed on the property. Therefore, a significant impact to agricultural resources would occur by
converting Prime Agricultural Land to non-agricultural purposes and mitigation is required.

> Ibid.

26 Attachment M, AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CODE OF
REGULATORY ORDINANCES RELATING TO VECTOR CONTROL, § 1 (May 24, 2012) (as
amended), available at ’
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/deh/pests/pdf/Eye Gnats/Att_A_Summary_of changes_and
_draft_ordinance 052412.pdf [hereafter PROPOSED ORDINANCE] [“It is the policy of the
County to use regulatory authority or civil nuisance abatement litigation to require
organic farming operations to take actions to control eye gnats that would cause the loss
of organic farming certifications, or that would restrict the crops grown on a farm, only as
a last resort.”].

27 Ibid.
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VIL LAND USE | —

The Proposed Ordinance will conflict with applicable land use plans, policies, and
regulations of the City. The Negative Declaration proposes impacts and actions within the
jurisdictional boundaries of the City, at Be Wise Ranch, but fails to analyze any of the land use
plans, policies, and regulations of the City. At a minimum, an EIR must be completed to analyze
these plans, policies, and regulations. Attachment E to the Negative Declaration only analyzes
impacts on County land use ordinances. Because the Proposed Ordinance will apply to
agricultural operations across the county and in various incorporated cities, the CEQA document
must analyze plans, policies, and regulations from those cities affected. The following shows that]
the Proposed Ordinance will conflict with City of San Diego land use plans, policies and
ordinances, and therefore significant impacts may occur and an EIR is required.

A. The Proposed Ordinance conflicts with the City’s General Plan _ —

1. GP Policy CE-A.2 ~ Reduce the City’s carbon footprint. Develop and
adopt new or amended regulations, programs, and incentives as
appropriate to implement the goals and policies set forth in the General
Plan to improve energy efficiency, especially in the transportation section
and buildings and appliances

The Proposed Ordinance has the potential to eliminate a si gnificant source of locally

+ grown organic produce that is used in local stores such as Jimbo’s and Trader Joe’s. These food
markets, which cater to customers seeking organic produce, will be forced to obtain their organic
produce from outside the County, thereby decreasing the energy efficiency in the transportation
sector and increasing greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions. It is clear from empirical data that one
of the largest contributors of GHG emissions is the number of Vehicle Miles Traveled
(“VMT”).28 Increases in VMT create a corresponding increase in GHG emissions. Keeping.
sources of agricultural production close to where the produce will be delivered, consumed, and
purchased, lowers overall VMT. In addition, preserving a local source of a%ricultural production
reduces GHG emissions from other forms of transport such as ship and air.”’ The City’s General
Plan notes that, “urban agriculture . . . offers potential to . . . promote food security by reducing
reliance on long-distance supply chains[] [and] reduce the amount of energy used to transport

food[.]°

28 "E.g., Attachment N, Joanna D. Malaczynski & Timothy P. Duane, Reducing Greenhouse
Gas Emissions from Vehicle Miles Traveled: Integrating the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) with the California Global Warming Solutions Act (2009) 36
Ecology L.Q. 71, 73, available at http://www.boalt.org/elq/documents/e1q36-1-OZ-duane-
2009-0420.pdf.

29 Attachment O, NATURAL RES. DEF. COUNCIL, FOOD MILES: HOW FAR YOUR FOOD
TRAVELS HAS SERIOUS CONSEQUENCES FOR YOUR HEALTH AND THE CLIMATE (2007),
available at http://www.nrdc.org/health/effects/camiles/foodmiles.pdf.

30 Attachment P, CITY OF SAN DIEGO, GENERAL PLAN CONSERVATION ELEMENT CE-44
(Mar. 2008), available at
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Furthermore, the Proposed Ordinance allows the County to order the use of synthetic
pesticides and fertilizers, as well as mandating certain agricultural practices. The scientific
evidence has established that synthetic pesticides and fertilizers is a significant and substantial
source of GHG emissions.’! Similarly, the scientific evidence has also established that organic
farming practices, when compared to conventional or no-till farming practices, represent a
significant reduction in GHG emissions because the practice of tilling in organic farming acts as
a natural carbon sequestration system.”?

Be Wise Ranch not only provides thousands of pounds of organic produce to local
markets, but also provides the organic produce directly to local homeowners through their
Community Supported Agriculture (“CSA”) Program. The CSA Program allows a family to pick
up enough fresh produce for approximately 2 weeks at a neighbor’s home within their
community. This saves community members from making trips to local markets and further
reduces VMT. The Proposed Ordinance could have the effect of eliminating organic agriculture
on Be Wise Ranch through the mandatory spraying of pesticides to control eye gnats. The
elimination of organic farming in this area would require markets and local homeowners to seek
the same produce from sources further away and, therefore, increase VMT. Increases in VMT
are contrary to the City’s General Plan Policy to reduce the carbon footprint of the City, and
therefore a significant impact may occur.

2. General Plan Policy CE-A.14 — Support expansion of urban agriculture to
realize environmental, economic and public health benefits including:
increasing access to fresh local food; reducing energy used for food
transportation and distribution; and increasing opportunities for economic
development and local enterprise

The Proposed Ordinance conflicts with this General Plan Policy because it will eliminate
a significant source of locally grown organic produce available in stores such as Jimbo’s and
Trader Joe’s and sold through the CSA Program, thereby reducing access to fresh local food.
Elimination of locally grown food will increase energy used for food transportation and
distribution and, as noted above, increase GHG and other emissions from transportation sources.

In addition, Be Wise Ranch is a locally owned and operated organic farm that contributes

to the economic development of the City and represents an important source of local enterprise.
The requirement to spray pesticides on the farm would cause the farm to lose its organic
certification, and thereby disrupt the farm’s business model and hinder this local enterprise from

[6

continved

thriving. This directly conflicts with this General Plan Policy. This General Plan Policy seeks to

http://www.sandiego.gov/planning/genplan/pdf/2012/ce120100.pdf [hereafter
CONSERVATION ELEMENT].

3 Attachment Q, NAT’L SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE COALITION, AGRICULTURE &
CLIMATE CHANGE: IMPACTS AND OPPORTUNITIES AT THE FARM LEVEL 18 (2009),
available at http://sustainableagriculture.net/wp-
content/uploads/2008/08/nsac_climatechangepolicypaper final 2009_07_1 6.pdf
[hereafter NASC AGRICULTURE & CLIMATE CHANGE REPORT].

32 Id. at pp. 18-19.
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support the expansion of urban agriculture to increase economic development. In the case of Be
Wise Ranch, the farm is located on land owned by the City and provides lease revenue to the
City. Therefore, elimination of farming operations through the requirement to spray agricultural
pesticides would eliminate a revenue source for the City and would eliminate the economic
“ripple-effect” from the wages paid to employees of the farm and the economic activity created
by the selling of produce. A significant impact may occur.

3. General Plan Policy CE-D.3.e — Continue to participate in the
development and implementation of watershed management plans. . . .
Encourage proper sustainable agricultural practices such as tillage, use of
grass filter strips, run-off detention basins, and organic farming®’

The Proposed Ordinance may require the use of agricultural pesticides that will preclude
organic farming. This will have a significant impact on the General Plan Policy noted above.
This General Plan Policy is notable because it implements the General Plan goal of “effective
long-term management of water resources so that demand is in balance with efficient, sustainablé
supplies.”** General Plan Policy CE-D.3.e provides a strategy to ensure safe drinking water
supplies. Be Wise Ranch is located adjacent to the Lake Hodges drinking water reservoir.
Therefore, the need to maintain organic farming practices at the farm to prevent pesticide run-off
into a drinking water reservoir is of particular importance to the City. The CEQA document must
analyze the potential impacts to drinking water quality and to this General Plan Policy as part of
an EIR to determine whether a significant impact will occur. Because the City has made it a
specific policy of the General Plan to encourage organic farming practices to implement
protection and conservation of its drinking water reservoirs, the removal of these protections by
the spraying of pesticides or the use of conventional agricultural practices that use pesticides
would have a significant impact on this General Plan Policy, and mitigation is required.

4. General Plan Policy CE-E.2.e — Apply water quality protection measures
to land development projects early in the process during project design,
construction and operation in order to minimize the quantity of run-off
generated on-site, the disruption of natural water flow and the
contamination of storm water run-off. ) Maintain landscape design
standards that minimize the use of pesticides and herbicides

Organic farming is the ultimate expression of this General Plan Policy because it
precludes the use of pesticides and herbicides for the production of vegetables. The Proposed
Ordinance would require pesticide spraying to reduce eye gnat populations that would maximize
rather than minimize the use of pesticides on the site compared to the baseline. Therefore, a
conflict between the Proposed Ordinance and the General Plan will occur, and significant
impacts to both water quality and land use may occur.

5. General Plan Conservation Element Goal — Retention of productive
agricultural lands

33 CONSERVATION ELEMENT, supra note 30, at p. CE-24 (emphasis added).
3 Id. at p. CE-21.
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The Proposed Ordinance will conflict with this goal because the ordinance has the N
potential to transform Be Wise Ranch from a productive organic farming operation to open space
or some other use. The City requires as part of the Lease that organic agricultural practices be.
maintained on the farm. The Proposed Ordinance could require the spraying of pesticides that
would preclude organic agriculture on the site and therefore not retain these productive
agricultural lands. Therefore, a significant impact will occur.

et

In addition, one of the practices that may be required by the Proposed Ordinance is that
no organic matter be tilled into the soil. The effect of this practice would be that the soil’s water
holding capacity would slowly be depleted, which would lead to more erosion and untreated run-
off into San Dieguito River and Lake Hodges, and eventually ruin the land for agricultural
production. Implementing this practice could cause the elimination of productive farmland that is
in direct conflict with this General Plan goal.

P

6. General Plan Conservation Element Goal — Greater use of sustainable
agricultural practices

The Proposed Ordinance could require the spraying of agricultural pesticides on Be Wise
Ranch. Organic farming is recognized as the most sustainable form of agriculture, because it uses
natural farming practices that do not degrade the soil through the use of chemical pesticides. In
addition, Be Wise Ranch provides fresh produce close to the consumers of that produce. The
City’s General Plan states clearly that “a core principal of sustainability involves meeting basic
human needs, such as food, shelter, and water, via renewable sources as close to their
consumption as possible.”* The Proposed Ordinance would have the effect of ending organic
farming on the site and, therefore, would create a direct conflict with this General Plan goal,
because it would decrease the use of sustainable agricultural practlces Therefore, a significant
impact will occur, and mitigation is required.

7. General Plan Policy CE-L.1 —Manage agricultural activity to minimize
soil erosion and minimize the release of contammants into surface and
groundwater resources

The San Pasqual Valley is preserved for open space and agnculture and is primarily
owned by the City Public Utilities Department due fo the groundwater resources in the valley,
and because it is the primary watershed for the Lake Hodges drinking water reservoir. The City
has specifically required that agriculture at Be Wise Ranch be managed through organic
practices. The Proposed Ordinance would require the spraying of chemical pesticides to abate
eye gnats that would not “minimize the release of contaminants into surface [Lake Hodges] and
groundwater [San Pasqual Valley] resources.”*® Because the Proposed Ordinance has the
potential to significantly increase the amount of pesticides that are released from the Be Wise
Ranch area (currently none), a conflict will occur with this General Plan Policy, and a significant

impact will occur.

e

. 1d. at p. CE-44.
3 See id. at p. CE-45.
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In addition, one of the practices that may be required by the Proposed Ordinance is that
no organic matter may be tilled into the soil. The effect of this practice would be that the soil’s I 9
water holding capacity would slowly be depleted, which would lead to more erosion and .
untreated run-off into San Dieguito River and Lake Hodges and eventually ruin the land for co n‘hﬂHCd
agricultural production. Implementing this practice would, therefore, increase soil erosion and
increase the release of contaminants into surface waters, which is in direct conflict with this
General Plan Policy.

8. General Plan Policy CE-L.3 — Encourage agricultural operations such as
community farms and gardens (especially on City-leased lands) to provide
for educational experiences which demonstrate the history, importance
and value of agricultural operations and to provide more healthy,
sustainable, local food options

The Proposed Ordinance grants the County the authority to mandate the spraying of
chemical pesticides on Be Wise Ranch. The use of chemical pesticides conflicts with sustainable
agricultural principles and practices that underlie agricultural operations such as community
farms and gardens, particularly on City-leased lands. The pesticide-free nature of agricultural
operations at Be Wise Ranch support educational experiences for the local community that
demonstrate the history, importance, and value of sustainable, healthy, and local agricultural
operations and food options.

For example, Be Wise Ranch is participating in partnerships with local civic and
educational organizations that promote this General Plan Policy. During the spring of each year,
Be Wise Ranch hosts several different Girl Scout Troops for an educational tour. The Girl Scout
Troops are given a tour of the packing facility as well as an outside tour of the farm. They have
the opportunity to ask questions, walk the rows, and see and feel the produce in its natural state. ZO
In addition, Be Wise Ranch donates produce to these Girl Scout Troops to share with their
families. Similarly, each week Be Wise Ranch works with Cardiff Elementary School, the
Cardiff School District, and the Parent Teacher Association to incorporate organic produce into
the school’s lunch menu. Be Wise Ranch supplies weekly surplus harvest free of charge to be
used in school lunches. These donations to the school continue during the school year (fall to
summer). When the school year ends in the spring, Be Wise Ranch similarly collaborates with
Cardiff Elementary Daycare until school resumes in the fall. Finally, Be Wise Ranch also
collaborates with the UCSD Triathlon Team, which is the first collegiate team in the country to
be certified as a sustainable and eco-friendly sports organization. As part of this certification, the
Triathlon Team must serve local, organic produce as part of its post-race food, which Be Wise
Ranch donates.

The proposed use of chemical pesticides is inconsistent with encouraging agricultural
operations that provide educational experiences demonstrating the history, importance, and valud
of healthy, sustainable, and local agricultural operations and food options. The Proposed
Ordinance would have the effect of ending organic farming on the site and, therefore, creates a
direct conflict with this General Plan Policy, because it would decrease the use of sustainable
agricultural practices and the educational support throughout the County that Be Wise Ranch
provides for these local organizations.
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9. General Plan Policy CE-L.5— Integrate agriculture and sustainability
principles that promote clean air and water, and healthy soils, habitats, and
ecosystems

The Proposed Ordinance may require the spraying of pesticides on Be Wise Ranch. The
use of pesticides will conflict with the sustainable agricultural principles that promote clean air
and water, and healthy soils, habitats, and ecosystems, that currently occur on the organic Be
Wise Ranch. The County is promoting practices that will not promote clean air, healthy habitats,

‘or ecosystems. Pesticides are known to bioaccumulate in ecosystem food chains and cause
disruption of animal birthing and death to many species.’’

Be Wise Ranch is located within the watershed of the Lake Hodges drinking water 2 ;
reservoir and within the City MHPA. The spraying of pesticides, potentially required by this ' O
..ordinance, would potentially harm species within the MHPA preserve and could run-off into the {{ 0N+ V\M?A
adjacent Lake Hodges drinking water reservoir. Organic farming integrates agriculture and
sustainability,”® and the Proposed Ordinance would de-couple these agricultural practices from
the sustainable practices currently in use. :

In addition, one of the practices that may be required by the Proposed Ordinance is that
no organic matter may be tilled into the soil. The effect of this practice would be that the soil’s
water holding capacity would slowly be depleted, which would lead to more erosion, contrary to
the promotion of healthy soils that is part of this General Plan Policy. :

a. Encourage sustainable agricultural and water quality best
management practices, such as tillage, use of grass filter strips,
run-off detention basins, and organic farming, on all private land
and require best management practices (“BMPs”) on new or
renewed City land leased for agricultural purposes. Provide the
minimum amount of flood control/channelization®

This General Plan Policy is very clear that organic farming practices implement the water
quality and sustainability goals of the City. The Proposed Ordinance could require the spraying
of pesticides on the farm that would preclude organic vegetable growing operations. The
Negative Declaration ignores these significant impacts because it states that although organic
farming operations may not be able to continue, conventional farming could continue and
therefore no impact would occur. However, the City’s General Plan Conservation Element
policies clearly state a preference for organic farming. To preclude the use of organic farming
through the mandatory spraying of pesticides is a direct, significant impact to the policies of the
City’s General Plan. Mitigation is required and an EIR must be completed to study these

impacts. _ —

37 Attachment R, Environmental impact of pesticides, WIKIPEDIA,
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Environmental impact of pesticides (last visited June 18,
2012).

38 NASC AGRICULTURE & CLIMATE CHANGE REPORT, supra note 31, at pp. 18—19.

39 CONSERVATION ELEMENT, supra note 30, at p. CE-45 (emphasis added).
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private, that may affect the lands included within the boundaries of
the San Pasqual Valley Plan area. Although the San Pasqual/Lake
Hodges Community Planning Group is the City’s officially-
recognized community planning group for the San Pasqual Valley,
per Council Policy 600-24, the Rancho Bemardo Community
Planning Board has a long history of participation with land use
issues related to the protection of the San Pasqual Valley, therefore
will continue this role as well.*’ ‘ z_%
Although the County is not a “city department,” the County’s lack of notice of issuance contin MCA
of the Negative Declaration has hindered City staff’s ability to comply with this Council policy.
Only after Be Wise Ranch contacted the City about the issuance of the Negative Declaration, and
the City then contacted the County DPLU, did the County provide the Negative Declaration to
- the City. The lack of notice violates both the noticing provisions of CEQA, as well as the San
Pasqual Vision Plan. , —

D. The Proposed Ordinance is in conflict with the San Dieguito River Park Concept
Plan (the “River Park Plan”) and therefore significant impacts will occur

The San Dieguito River Park is governed by a joint powers authority of which the County
and the City are members. The River Park Plan notes, “The San Dieguito River Valley Regional
Open Space Park Joint Powers Authority (“JPA™) is the agency empowered to plan and maintain
the San Dieguito River Park. Specifically, the JPA has been empowered by its member agencies
(the County and the Cities of Del Mar, Escondido, Poway, San Diego and Solana Beach) to
acquire, hold and dispose of property for park purposes, to undertake overall planning for and to
plan, design, improve, operate, manage and maintain the San Dieguito River Park. The JPA is
further empowered to establish land use and development guidelines for the Park’s FPA
[(Focused Planning Area)].”48

1. Because this JPA is a governing land use authority in one of the primary ZL!
areas impacted by the Proposed Ordinance, the JPA should have received
notice of the Negative Declaration and have been given the opportunity to

comment on the potential impacts

, To our knowledge, no notice was provided to the JPA, and therefore the Negative
Declaration must be re-noticed to this agency for a 30-day comment period. The lack of notice
deprives this important agency of the ability to comment and participate in the CEQA process,
which is contrary to the basic tenets of CEQA.

—

4 PoLicy 600-45, supra note 43, at p. 5.

8 Attachment U, SAN DIEGUITO RIVER PARK JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY, SAN DIEGUITO
RIVER PARK CONCEPT PLAN 5 (Feb. 15, 2002), available at
http://www.sdrp.org/archive/Concept%20Plan%20R evised2.pdf [hereafter RIVER PARK
PLAN].
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2. The Proposed Ordinance presents potentially significant impacts to human
health

. ' Be Wise Ranch is located in landscape segment G of the San Dieguito River Park, and
the Mule Hill Trail is adjacent to the farm. As noted in the River Park Plan, “The Mule Hill/San
Pasqual Valley segment of the Coast to Crest Trail extends through this Landscape Unit for
approximately 10 miles from the terminus of the North Shore Lake Hodges Trail to Highway 78
and Bandy Canyon Road. The trail provides interpretation of the historic events that took place at
Mule Hill as well as the history of agriculture production in the valley.” The Proposed
Ordinance will affect the Mule Hill Trail. Pesticide spraying at the farm will preclude use of the
trail due to the potential for human health risks during spraying operations, and therefore
significant impacts to land use and recreational resources will occur, and mitigation is required.

E. The Proposed Ordinance is in conflict with the City MSCP, and therefore it will
have significant impacts related to biological resources and land use resources

The Negative Declaration fails to analyze or review the City MSCP. Attachment E to the
Negative Declaration only looks at the policies of the County MHPA and fails to evaluate the
regulations and policies of the City MHPA area where pesticide spraying may occur. Thisis a
clear deficiency in the analysis performed in the negative declaration, and an EIR must be
completed to provide this analysis. '

As shown below, numerous policies either would preclude the use of pesticides in the Be
Wise Ranch area or would réquire significant mitigation. The Negative Declaration makes the
presumption that actions to prevent pollution of sensitive biological areas will occur, without
making note of the current environment. Be Wise Ranch is an organic farming operation that
does not use toxic pesticides. The nature of this farming method is in itself a BMP, and other
structural BMPs to prevent pesticide run-off are not needed because pesticides are not used. The
Proposed Ordinance proposes to potentially change the nature of farming at Be Wise Ranch,
with the mandatory spraying of toxic pesticides, which would require a completely new set of
BMPs at the farm. The Negative Declaration fails to evaluate the impacts of the Proposed
Ordinance on the current environment, and it fails to evaluate the new BMPs and mitigation
measures that would be required due to the farm’s location within the City MSCP. An EIR must
be completed to evaluate these impacts.

1. Significant biological resources and habitat protected in the City’s MSCP

exist in the area of Be Wise Ranch and will be impacted by the spraying of

chemical pesticides. Therefore, significant impacts may occur, and the
preparation of an EIR is required.

a. Significant impacts to the federally endangered arroyo toad may
occur

Be Wise Ranch sits on property owned by the City Public Utilities Department. The
Lease with the City specifically acknowledges the location of the farm in the MHP A and

25

b

49 Id. at p. 51.
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requires that the farm “not use chemical fertilizers, pesticides or herbicides,”® because of
potential harm to the federally listed, endangered arroyo toad, which lives and breeds in the area.
The Lease states, “LESSEE has been advised and acknowledges that the boundaries of the leased
premises are located in the CITY, Multiple Habitat Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Lake
Hodges/San Pasqual Valley Cornerstone Lands . . . LESSEE will provide fencing that allows
movement of the arroyo toads and keep agricultural operations out of the MHPA, not use
chemical fertilizers, pesticides or herbicides, tilling will be reduced, when possible, and will
preferably occur during the breeding season of the arroyo toad (March 15 to July 1).”5 !

N
Indeed, it is clear that there is a very high potential likelihood that a significant impact to Z-(O
the arroyo toad will occur from the implementation of this Proposed Ordinance that requires the {Contin ued
spraying of chemical pesticides. The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service wamned, “[hJuman activities ;
that may cause adverse impacts to arroyo toads include . . . the use of pesticides and herbicides
within or adjacent to arroyo toad habitat.”>* :

The Lease precludes the use of chemical pesticides because of the potential impacts to the
arroyo toad, which is a federally listed, endangered species, yet the Negative Declaration fails
analyze the potential impacts that mandatory pesticide spraying would have on this endangered
species.

b. The City MSCP Subarea Plan notes that there are multiple
sensitive and endangered species in the area of Be Wise Ranch,
and the Negative Declaration fails to analyze or address any of
these species

The City MSCP Subarea Plan, section 1.2.5, notes that the Lake Hodges/San Pasqual
Valley area is an important wildlife corridor and is home to various sensitive species including
the Least Bell’s Vireo, California Gnatcatcher, Cactus Wren, and the Encinitas Baccharis.> The
area around the Be Wise Ranch area also su4pports the riparian habitat, coastal sage scrub, and
grasslands, according to the City’s MSCP.’

The MSCP Subarea Plan describes the area as an envirorirnentally important and sensitive
area:

The Hodges Reservoir/San Pasqual Valley core area represents one
of the largest continuous blocks of habitat in the MSCP study area
and serves as a major east-west corridor. This area includes core
gnatcatcher and cactus wren populations, one of the two “centers
of distribution” for Encinitas baccharis in the MSCP study area,

0 Lease, supra note 14, § 9.4.

31 Ibid. (emphasis added).

52 Arroyo Toad Critical Habitat, supra note 12, at 9415.

53 Crty MSCP SUBAREA PLAN, supra note 20, at pp. 28-34.

54 Id. at p. 34 Figure 7.
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large expanses of grassland that provide valuable raptor foraging
habitat and valuable wetland habitat in San Pasqual Valley which
supports several MSCP target species dependent on riparian
habitats. The western portion of the valley, east of I-15 and above
the drawdown area of the lake, is currently an intensively farmed
agricultural preserve which has been cultivated since before this
century.

The most important areas for conservation are those natural areas
around Hodges Reservoir, the riparian habitat along the San
Dieguito River and its tributaries through San Pasqual Valley, and
the naturally vegetated slopes above the river valley. The majority
of the riparian habitats in the river valley provide excellent
opportunities for restoration and enhancement of the wildlife
corridor through the valley. Conserved lands in the Hodges
Reservoir/San Pasqual Valley area will be the cornerstone for a
natural east/west open space corridor within the San Dieguito
River Valley and San Pasqual Valley.”

The Negative Declaration for the Proposed Ordinance makes no effort to study or
analyze the impacts that spraying chemical pesticides will have on the Be Wise Ranch or
adjacent habitat areas in the MHPA. At a minimum, mitigation requirements would include
adherence to MSCP adjacency guidelines. However, the Negative Declaration fails to even
acknowledge the City MSCP as a guiding land use document and is therefore deficient in its
analysis and conclusions. Significant impacts may occur from the actions required by the
Proposed Ordinance, and therefore mitigation is required. An EIR must be prepared to
thoroughly analyze these impacts.

2. The Proposed Ordinance has the potential to conflict with land use
adjacency guidelines of the MSCP

a. The Proposed Ordinance conflicts with section 1.4.3 of the City
MSCP

Section 1.4.3 of the City MSCP sets forth the requirement to prevent adverse impacts
from chemical or by-product runoff to sensitive habitats and water:

Toxics[:] 2. Land uses, such as recreation and agriculture, that use
. chemicals or generate by-products such as manure, that are
potentially toxic or impactive to wildlife, sensitive species, habitat,
or water quality need to incorporate measures to reduce impacts
caused by the application and/or drainage of such materials into the
MHPA. Such measures should include drainage/detention basins,
swales, or holding areas with non-invasive grasses or wetland-type
native vegetation to filter out the toxic materials. Regular

> Id. at p. 29.
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maintenance should be provided. Where applicable, this
requirement should be incorporated into leases on publicly owned
property as leases come up for renewal.*

The Proposed Ordinance may require the spraying of chemical pesticides that are
“potentially toxic or impactive to wildlife, sensitive species, habitat, or water quality.””’ As
noted in the Negative Declaration, the toxicity of the proposed pesticides is well-estat .ished: i

[Tlhree of the pesticides proposed for use (Malathion,
Diflubenzuron and Cyfluthrin) have been identified as toxic to
aquatic organisms. The label for these pesticides imposes special
restrictions, including requirements -which prohibit direct
application to water or run-off areas, a buffer zone requirement to
prevent spraying closer than 25 feet to 450 feet (for ULV Aerial
Application) from aquatic habitats.® /Zb

Be Wise Ranch, which the ordinance proposes to regulate, is adjacent to riparian areas Cont inu ed
within the MHPA that support sensitive and endangered species. The MSCP requires the
“incorporat[ion of] measures to reduce impacts caused by the application and/or drainage of such
materials into the MHPA. Such measures should include drainage/detention basins, swales, or
holding areas with non-invasive grasses or wetland- tyge native vegetation to filter out the toxic
materials. Regular maintenance should be provided.”

Be Wise Ranch is an organic farm and has not been designed with these BMPs to retain
and filter polluted run-off from toxic chemicals used in pesticides, because the farm does not use
pesticides. The Lease speciﬁcally requires organic farming, in order to reduce the impacts from
pesticides on adjacent riparian areas. The pesticide spraying that may be required by the
Proposed Ordinance will require mltlgatlon measures consistent with the MSCP to prevent these
toxic chemicals from reaching riparian areas. Therefore, a significant impact will occur. The -
Negative Declaration does not analyze these impacts and does not provide appropriate mitigation
for the new impacts that may occur. In addition, due to the County’s lack of land use authority
within the City, it is questionable whether the County could require BMPs to be implemented,
and therefore a significant and unmitigable impact may occur.

b. The Proposed Ordinance conflicts with the MSCP section 1.5.9 —
Specific Management Policies and Directives for Lake Hodges and|
the San Pasqual Valley Background Goals and Objectives

: As noted in MSCP section 1.5.9, “[t}he optimum future condition for the Lake
Hodges/San Pasqual Valley area would be a mosaic of native habitats and compatible farming
and recreational activities that act to preserve and rejuvenate healthy natural ecosystems and

3 Crry MSCP SUBAREA PLAN, supra note 20, at p. 47. —

57 Ibid.

58 INITIAL STUDY, supra note 6, at p. 19.

> City MSCP SUBAREA PLAN, supra note 20, at p. 47.
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processes, water quality, and the full range of native species.”® To that end, section 1.5.9 notes |
that “[tJhe major issues that require consideration for management in the San Pasqual Valley,
based on the existing conditions as described in section 1.2, are the following in order of priority:
2. Non-sustainable agriculture, including dairy and grazing operations, and associated activities
such as chemical applications and storage.”®!

The application of chemical pesticides that could be required by the Proposed Ordinance Continue C\

would exacerbate one of the “major issues” identified in the preservation of habitats in the
preserve area. In addition, as noted above, the City’s General Plan identifies organic farming as a
* sustainable agricultural practice. The Proposed Ordinance would prevent Be Wise Ranch from
continuing this sustainable agricultural practice.and therefore transform a sustainable agricultural
operation into a non-sustainable agricultural operation, which is in conflict with the City MSCP.
Therefore a significant impact will occur.

VIII. AIR QUALITY

The Proposed Ordinance will have significant impacts on air quality compared to the
baseline, and therefore an EIR is required. ‘

A. The Negative Declaration uses an inappropriate baseline for its review

The Negative Declaration finds that there will be no impact to air quality because the
ordinance proposes the spraying of conventional agricultural pesticides on agricultural areas in
compliance with state and federal rules. However, the Negative Declaration appears to assume
that some level of pesticide spraying has historically taken place at the property. Be Wise Ranch
is an organic farm that does not use conventional agricultural pesticides. The San Pasqual Valley
Community Plan notes that this property has had a history of organic farming of squash.
Therefore, there is no history of pesticide spraying on the parcel, and the baseline for impacts to
airquality in the area must be analyzed against a history of no pesticide use.

B. The Proposed Ordinance has the potential to impact sensitive receptors

The Negative Declaration provides no analysis of whether there is the potential for
sensitive receptors to be impacted by pesticide spraying required by this ordinance. The Negative
Declaration provides a good history of enforcement actions by the Department of Agricultural
Weights and Measures but does not actually look at where sensitive receptors are located in
relation to the farming operations to determine if they would be impacted by pesticide spraying.

As noted above, the Mule Hill Trail, which is part of the Coast to Crest trail, runs directly
adjacent to Be Wise Ranch. The trail is open to the public and is enjoyed by families throughout
the year. The Negative Declaration provides no analysis and no mitigation to avoid impacts to
children who may be using the trail with their family during or after pesticide spraying events.
According to the San Dieguito River Park JPA web site, the trail is used for hiking, mountain

P

60 Id. at p. 86.
61 Id. at p. 87.
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biking, and horseback riding. % The multi-use nature of this trail, along with its low level of
difficulty, make it attractive to family use and could expose sensitive receptors to pesticides
required under this ordinance.

Various homes adjacent to Be Wise Ranch are less than 200 feet from the farm, and .
therefore sensitive receptors in those homes (old and young persons, persons with respiratory o leV\Ulﬁd
illness, etc.) could be exposed to pesticides that may be sprayed on Be Wise Ranch because of :
this Proposed Ordinance. Santa Ana winds are prevalent in the San Pasqual Valley and may
provide a vehicle for significant pesticide drift if pesticides are applied during or just before a
wind event. The Negative Declaration does not analyze the impact of the prevalent Santa Ana
winds on pesticide spraying or how they could increase impacts to sensitive receptors.

IX. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

A. Be Wise Ranch provides locally grown produce to local homes and markets,
which prevent the need for long-haul shipping of vegetables from other parts of
California or from other countries

The Proposed Ordinance has the potential to eliminate a significant source of locally
grown organic produce that is used in local stores such as Jimbo’s and Trader Joe’s. These food
markets, which cater to customers seeking organic produce, will be forced to obtain their organic
produce from outside the County, thereby decreasing the energy efficiency in the transportation
sector and increasing GHG emissions. It is clear from empirical data that one of the largest 28
contributors of GHG emissions is the number of VMT.®® Increases in VMT create a
corresponding increase in GHG emissions. Keeping sources of agricultural production close to
where the produce will be delivered, consumed, and purchased, lowers overall VMT. In addition,
preserving a local source of agricultural production reduces GHG emissions from other forms of
transport such as ship and air.** The City of San Diego’s General Plan notes that, “urban
agriculture . . . offers potential to . . . promote food security by reducing reliance on long-
distance supply chains(] [and] reduce the amount of energy used to transport food[.]”%

Furthermore, the Proposed Ordinance allows the County to order the use of synthetic
pesticides and fertilizers, as well as mandating certain agricultural practices. The scientific
evidence has established that synthetic pesticides and fertilizers is a significant and substantial
source of GHG emissions.5% Similarly, the scientific evidence has also established that organic
farming practices, when compared to conventional or no-till farming practices, represents a

e

62 Attachment V, Trails in the San Dieguito River Park, SAN DIEGUITO RIVER PARK JOINT
POWERS AUTHORITY, http://www.sdrp.org/trails.htm (last visited June 18, 2012).

63 E.g., Malaczynski & Duane, supra note 28, at p. 73.

64 NATURAL RES. DEF. COUNCIL, supra note 29.

63 CONSERVATION ELEMENT, supra note 30, at p. CE-44.

66 NASC AGRICULTURE & CLIMATE CHANGE REPORT, supra note 31, at p. 18.
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significant reduction in GHG emissions because the practice of tilling in organic farming acts as |

a natural carbon sequestration system.®’

Be Wise Ranch not only provides thousands of pounds of organic produce to local
markets, but also provides the organic produce directly to local homeowners through their CSA
Program. The CSA Program allows a family to pick up enough fresh produce for approximately
2 weeks at a neighbor’s home within their community. This saves community members from
making trips to local markets and further reduces VMT. The Proposed Ordinance could have the

effect of eliminating organic agriculture on Be Wise Ranch through the mandatory spraying of Lon'h'm ¥ QJ

pesticides to control eye gnats. The elimination of organic farming in this area would require
markets and local homeowners to seek the same produce from sources further away, and
therefore increase VMT. Increases in VMT are contrary to AB32 standard to reduce GHG
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. The San Diego County GHG Emission Inventory®®
.recommends at least a 10% reduction in VMT to achieve the AB32 requirements to reduce
emissions below “business-as-usual” emission levels. As noted earlier, the Proposed Ordinance
will have the effect of requiring additional VMT for the transportation of substitute organic
produce to homes and markets in the County from outside the County and the country. Current
CSA members will also be forced to travel outside their neighborhoods to obtain organic
produce, thus increasing overall VMT. '

X. HAZARDS

The Proposed Ordinance will require pesticide spraying on organic farming operations
that do not currently use agricultural pesticides and are, therefore, not set-up with the necessary
infrastructure to support hazardous material storage of pesticides. The Negative Declaration
determines that there will be no risk because agricultural operations are required to follow
regulations on the handling of pesticide materials. This assumes that there is on-going pesticide
application at a given site, staff is familiar with these regulations, and facilities are available for
the storage and handling of pesticide materials. As noted, organic farming does not use
agricultural pesticides, and therefore the risk of a release of hazardous material is increased by
the unfamiliarity with regulations and the lack of facilities for these pesticides.

XI. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

A. The Proposed Ordinance could result in pesticide spraying adjacent to a Clean
Water Act section 303(d) listed water body

The Proposed Ordinance could result in the spraying of agricultural pesticides, three of
which (Malathion, Diflubenzuron and Cyfluthrin) are acknowledged in the Negative Declaration
as being “toxic to aquatic organisms.” The San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board has

67 —
Id. at pp. 18-19.

68 See Attachment W, Sean Tanaka, SAN DIEGO COUNTY GREENHOUSE GAS INVENTORY,
AN ANALYSIS OF REGIONAL EMISSIONS AND STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE AB 32 TARGETS,
ON-ROAD TRANSPORTATION REPORT 8 (Sept. 2008), available at
http://catcher.sandiego.edu/items/epic/GHG-On-Roadl.pdf.
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listed Lake Hodges and the San Dieguito River as impaired water bodies on the 303(d) list®® for
various pollutants, including toxicity. The Negative Declaration provides no analysis of the
proposed pesticide spraying on these 303(d) listed water bodies and how they could be protected
from potential run-off.

As noted throughout this comment letter, the Negative Declaration appears to assume that
all agricultural operations currently spray pesticides and therefore have BMPs and other
structural devices to deal with pesticides. Be Wise Ranch is an organic farm and does not use
pesticides. The Lease with the City of San Diego specifically precludes the use of pesticides on
the farm to protect the water quality of the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and the San
Pasqual Groundwater Basin. The Proposed Ordinance could, therefore, require the farm to take
actions that are less protective of the impaired water bodies in the area, resulting in a significant
lmpact.

In addition, one of the practices that may be required by the Proposed Ordinance is that
no organic matter may be tilled into the soil. The effect of this practice would be that the soil’s
water holding capacity would slowly be depleted, which would lead to more erosion and
untreated run-off into San Dieguito River and Lake Hodges. The San Diego Regional Water
Quality Control Board has placed these water bodies on the 303 (d) list as being impaired for
turbidity and dissolved solids, which are caused by increased erosion. Implementing the practices|
contemplated by the Proposed Ordinance would, therefore, increase soil erosion and increase the
release of contaminants into surface waters exacerbating an issue for which these water bodies
are already impaired.

At a minimum, the mere fact that the actions in the Proposed Ordinance could cause a
significant impact to a 303(d) listed water body should have triggered notification of the
Negative Declaration to the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board for their
comments.

B. The Proposed Ordinance could expose the Hodges Reservoir to pesticides

The San Pasqual Valley is preserved for open space and agriculture and is primarily
owned by the City Public Utilities Department due to the groundwater resources in the valley
and because it is the primary watershed for the Hodges Reservoir. The City has specifically
required that agriculture at Be Wise Ranch be managed through organic practices. The Proposed
Ordinance would require the spraying of chemical pesticides to abate eye gnats that would not
“minimize the release of contaminants into surface [Lake Hodges] and groundwater [San Pasqual
Valley] resources.”’ Because the Proposed Ordinance has the potential to significantly increase
the amount of pesticides that are released from the Be Wise Ranch area (currently none), a
conflict will occur with this General Plan Policy, and a significant impact will occur. ‘

In addition, one of the practices that may be required by the Proposed Ordinance is that
no organic matter may be tilled into the soil. The effect of this practice would be that the soil’s

29

continued

69 303(p) LIST, supra note 10, at pp. 18-20, 85.
0 See CONSERVATION ELEMENT, supra note 30, at p. CE-45.
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water holding capacity would slowly be depleted, which would lead to more erosion and
untreated run-off into San Dieguito River and Lake Hodges and eventually ruin the land for
agricultural production. Implementing this practice would therefore increase soil erosion and
increase the release of contaminants into surface waters, which is in direct conflict with this
General Plan Policy.

XII. RECREATION

Be Wise Ranch is located in the San Dieguito River Park, an open space park that
includes hiking, biking, and horseback riding trails. The Mule Hill Trail runs adjacent to Be Wisel
Ranch and is part of the larger Coast to Crest trail system. The potential pesticide spraying would
necessarily require closure of the Mule Hill Trail during pesticide spraying to protect human
health. This would affect the public’s ability to utilize this recreational resource, therefore
creating a significant impact that must be analyzed in an EIR.
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m. "Blackson, Kristin" <Kfristin.Blackson@sdcounty.ca.gov>
i: Please print

August 15, 2012 10:31:12 AM PDT

~. 'Howard Blackson® <howard@placemakers.com>

From: Farahnaz i
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 3:04 PM

To: Lafreniere, Rebecca

Subject: Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Reconsider the changes to the San Diego Vector Control Report

Organic farming and Be Wise Ranch is under attack from residents who are upset regarding eye gnats. By classifying eye gnats as a County issue 1t
takes control out of the farmers' hands and puts it into yet to be decided officials. We realize that the residents of Escondido and the adjacent
community deserve and should be able to enjoy the outdoors without the threat of eye gnats. However, we do not believe that this ordinance is fair
and balanced. It will take the efforts of us here at the farm as well as a community wide trapping program to be instituted in order to reduce the
nuisance of the eye gnats.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm.

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board. This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye

gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming

here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

We ask that more research be done before changing the laws in the Vector sector.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

)

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm.

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long timé residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

I realize that the residents of Escondido and the adjacent community deserve and should be able to enjoy the outdoors without the threat of eye gnats.
However, I do not believe that this ordinance is fair and balanced. It will take the efforts of us here at the farm as well as a community wide trapping
program to be instituted in order to reduce the nuisance of the eye gnats.

Section 64.403 states the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat Abatement Appeals Board
to set aside these limitations.

Please change Section 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be
economically feasible to farm.




—

Please change section 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board. This much
authority is too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in

these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm.

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as

farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.
1

Regards,
Farahnaz
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June 20, 2012

San Diego County Department of Environmental Health.
5570 Overland Drive Suite 102, San Diego, CA 92123

Submitted via email to: eyegnat(@sdcounty.ca.gov.
Hard Copy to follow.

Subject:  CITY OF SAN DIEGO COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION FOR THE EYE GNAT ORDINANCE AND PROGRAM

The City of San Diego (“City”) has received and reviewed the Negative Declaration for the above
project and appreciates this opportunity to provide comments to the San Diego County Department of
Environmental Health. ‘

Staff from the City of San Diego have reviewed the Negative Declaration and have the following
comiments:

TRANSPORTATION & STORM WATER DEPARTMENT

Ruth Kolb

Program Manager
RXolb@sandiego.gov
858-541-4328 |

The City of San Diego understands that eye gnats are a nuisance and potential public health concern;
however, the actions taken to eliminate these situations cannot cause or contribute to water quality
exceedances. Therefore, comments regarding the Hydrology and Water Quality section are being
submitted:

IX.(a): Violate any waste discharge requirements? Determination: Less than Significant Impact

The city disagrees with determination of Less than Significant Impact, and recommend that it be
changed to Less that Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The lower 19 miles of the San Dieguito
River are listed on the Clean Water Act 40 CFR Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Limited
Segments (2010) as impaired for toxicity. The Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Region,
Chapter 2 Beneficial Uses, Inland Surface Waters section, Page 2-12 states “Those water not
specifically listed (generally smaller tributaries) are designated with the same beneficial uses as the
streams, lakes, or reservoirs to which they are tributary.” Due to this listing and the potential of the
toxicity from the proposed use of pesticides is a concern within this watershed; particularly synthetic
pyrethroids are one of the listed pesticides. Cyfluthrin, a synthetic pyrethroid, and Diflubenzuron bind

—
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to the soil partlcles and are easily transported to our waterways, moving downstream du1 ing storm
events if Best Management Practices (BMPs) are not properly implemented.

This section cited an approval by the California Secretary of the Resources Agency in 1979 as a basis
“for their determination. Now this responsibility is under the authority of the California Department of
Pesticide Regulation (DPR) that has implemented a Surface Waters Protection Program. This program
protects human health and the environment by preventing pesticides from adversely affecting our
surface waters, by addressing both agricultural and nonagricultural sources of pesticide residues in
surface waters. This program assists with determinations of potential adverse effects to surface water
quality. An overview .of the program is found on their website at
http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/emon/surfwtr/overvw.bhtm.

IX.(b): Is the project tributary to an already impaired water body, as listed on the Clean Water Act
Section 303(d) list? If so, could the project result in an increase in any pollutant for which the water
body is already impaired? Determination: Less than Significant Impact

The city disagrees with determination of Less than Significant Impact, and recommend that it be
changed to Less that Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The lower 19 miles of the San Dieguito
River are listed on the Clean Water Act 40 CFR Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Limited
Segments (2010) as impaired for toxicity. The Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Region,
Chapter 2 Beneficial Uses, Inland Surface Waters section, Page 2-12 states “Those water not ’
specifically listed (generally smaller tributaries) are designated with the same beneficial uses as the
streams, lakes, or reservoirs to which they are tributary.” Due to this listing and the potential of the
toxicity from the proposed use of pesticides is a concern within this watershed; particularly synthetic
pyrethroids are one of the listed pesticides. Cyfluthrin, a synthetic pyrethroid, and Diflubenzuron bind
to the soil particles and are easily transported to-our waterways, moving downstream during storm
events.

IX.(c): Could the proposed project cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable surface or
groundwater receiving water quality objectives or degradation of beneﬁc1al uses? Determination: Less
than Significant Impact

The city disagrees with determination of Less than Significant Impact, and recommend that it be
changed to Less that Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The lower 19 miles of the San Dieguito
River are listed on the Clean Water Act 40 CFR Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Limited
Segments (2010) as impaired for toxicity. The Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Region,
Chapter 2 Beneficial Uses, Inland Surface Waters section, Page 2-12 states “Those water not
specifically listed (generally smaller tributaries) are designated with the same beneficial uses as the
streams, lakes, or reservoirs to which they are tributary.” Due to this listing and the potential of the
toxicity from the proposed use of pesticides is a concern within this watershed; particularly synthetic
pyrethroids are one of the listed pesticides. Cyfluthrin, a synthetic pyrethroid, and Diflubenzuron bind
to the soil particles and are easily transported to our waterways, moving downstream during storm.
The California Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) has the authority to regulate pesticides and
implements a Surface Waters Protection Program. This program protects human health and the
environment by preventing pesticides from adversely affecting our surface waters, by addressing both
agricultural and nonagricultural sources of pesticide residues in surface waters. This program assists
with determinations of potential adverse effects to surface water quality. An overview of the program
is found on their website at http://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/emon/surfwtr/overvw.htm.

/
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT:

Brian Schoenfisch ‘

Senior Planner

BSchoenfisch@sandiego.gov'’

619-533-6457 s

1) The Negative Declaration should take into consideration City of San Diego Council Policy 600-45,
which calls for the protection of water, agricultural, biological and cultural resources within the San
Pasqual Valley. Beginning in the 1940’s, the San Pasqual Valley was purchased by the City of San
Diego for water-supply purposes. The underlying purpose of Council Policy 600-45 is to protect the
public’s investment in water resources within the Valley by using land around Lake Hodges and its
watershed for agriculture uses which are compatible with the vision to protect water quality.
Therefore, in accordance with the Council Policy, the Negative Declaration should consider that the
quality of the surface water and groundwater basin will be ensured. Any potential impacts to the
quality of the surface water or groundwater basin should be analyzed.

2) The Negative Declaration should also take into consideration the San Pasqual Valley Plan (Adopted
in 1995, amended in 2005), which also contains numerous policies relating to the protection of water
resources in the San Pasqual Valley. Page 12 contains the following language:

Water Resources

Hodges Reservoir is currently a limited public water supply and is in the process of
becoming a future source of water for City of San Diego. Pesticides, fertilizers, recycled
groundwater used in agriculture, dairy farming and urban runoff from surrounding land uses
within the Hodges Reservoir watershed may be compromising ground and surface water
quality. o

Source Water Protection Guidelines (January 2004) for New Development provide ways to
ensure that Best Management Practices are implemented to reduce pollutants of concern from
entering the reservoir. These include nutrients and organic carbons.

Additionally, page 95 includes the following language:

Water Quality v

Measures for avoidance of agricultural impacts on water quality may include but are not
limited to proper tillage practices, the use of grass filter strips, runoff detention basins,
chemical spill catchment basins, proper use of chemicals and fertilizers, use of new and
less impacting products, encouragement of organic farming and monitoring of farming
practices by the City.

Appropriate best management practices shall be developed on a case-by-case basis by the
City’s Agricultural Assets Manager and the lessees in coordination with the Water
Utilities Department.

The Negative Declaration should address any potential impacts to the above policy language.
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3.) In 2005 the City of San Diego established the San Pasqual Land Use Task Force, whose purpose is
to devote its focus to issues which affect the integrity and preservation of the Valley by ensuring that
all proposals are compatible with the protection of water quality. The San Pasqual Land Use Task
Force should be included on the distribution of the Negative Declaration.

Please contact the appropriate above-named individual(s) if you have any questions on the submitted
comments. The City respectfully requests that you please address the above comments in the Negative
Declaration and provide an electronic copy of the document for distribution to the commenting
department. If you have any additional questions regarding the City’s review of the Negative
Declaration, please contact Philip Lizzi, Associate Planner at 619-446-5159 or via email at
plizzi@sandiego.gov

Sincerely,

A A

Philip Lizzi
Associate Environmental Planner
Development Services Department

cc: Ruth Kolb, Program Manager, Transportation and Stormwater Department
Brian Schoenfish, Senior Planner, Development Services Department
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From: Dorthi Wormser [dorthi@cox.net]

Sent: Saturday, June 02, 2012 12:46 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cindy Morriss

Subject: - Att'n: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

(Have copied and pasted a reply to you from an Allegro neighbor:
Dorothy Wormser) —

It appears our community is only getting one side of the story on the eye gnat issue, so | figured | would lend a
voice of reason to the situation.

This proposes ordnance change would give the county the ability to require an organic farm to use
conventional chemical fertilizer, which would eliminate their status as an organic farm and destroy their
livelihood. | believe a farm has to be completely chemical free for seven years to qualify as a certified organic
farm. It's good to know that people are so easily willing to ruin a business because of some bugs.

The idea that Cindy Morriss and her Eye Gnat Committee are "not anti-organic, just pro-ordnance” is total
junk. The complete shortsightedness of this attempt to change an ordnance that will give the county the legal
right to require the use of chemical fertilizers on organic farms, and hiding it under the pretense that this

is really just so entomologists can "monitor"” the farm is laughable. This is like saying we're okay giving our
state legislators the power to raise taxes and expect them not to. This ordnance would give them the
authority to do so (fertilizer) and you can all be sure they would exercise this authority if they desired.

For the life of me | can't figure out why so much energy has been spent on eye gnats when it should be spent
on filling the darn lake. Property value decline becauseof bugs? Really?

Come on...doesn't anyone think that having a lake view in front of their house would impact their property
value a heck of a lot more than bugs?

Below is a portion of my response to the county regarding the ordnance listed below.

The County of San Diego is attempting to modify an ordinance that:
a. Puts the health of its people in jeopardy by reducing available organic food options, you
know, like how all food used to be grown before about 1945.
b. Impacts the livelihood of a perfectly legal (and some might say noble) business.
C. Réquires no actual proof that eye gnats are caused by organic farms. The land next to (m
including?) Be Wise Farms in Escondido is protected land by the State of California State, and'is
designated as such because of the Eye Gnat Catcher bird population. I'm pretty sure the
state just protect the land for birds to eat eye gnats caused by an organic farm.
d. lgnores common sense. There is a large lake (Hodges) next to the farm and all of the
houses that contain the people who are complaining about the eye gnats. Attached to the lake
on the east end is a swamp-like area. Now I’'m no biologist or entomologist, but I’'m pretty sure
a swamp breeds more bugs than a farm. Furthermore, the swamp at the east end of Lake
Hodges is there because the county and state can’t figure out how to fill it correctly and remove
all of the dead trees that grew when we ignored the lake for so long. | submit that the state




and county are the chief culprits of the growing eye gnats because they have failed to address 5
correctly filling the lake.

continy

Thanks,

Andrew Pidduck

Allegro Resident



A5

From: TIFFANY FRIEDLUND [tiffandrew@yahoo.com] Andrew Pidducik

Sent: Saturday, May 26, 2012 10:11 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Cox, Greg, Horn, Bill; Milter, Jack

Subject: Eye Gnats Ordinance

Hello, —_—

| am writing to address the profound shortsightedness of the Department of Enviornmental Health, and
potentiaily, the County of San Diego. In reading your website regarding the eye gnatissue (I live off of
Concerto Glen in the area in question) | can’t help but wonder whose influence the county is really
succumbing to. | would like to point out that eating safe, organic food is important to a lot of people, not just
environmentaiists and the stereotypical “farmers market guy.”

| have multiple points to address thellanguage in the Negative Declaration: “Changes to the Ordinance as it
was previously released for public review from January 31, 2012 to February 10, 2012 would still not authorize
‘the DEH to require the use of conventional pesticides on organic crops...”

1. Requiring an organic farm to use conventional fertilizer eliminates their status as an organic farm and
destroys their livelihood.

2. This approach is incredibly shortsighted. Do we really think it's a good idea to put poison (itis that, |
vou know...after all it does kill pests and bugs) in our food and watersources because of a small
nuisance? Has the county even bothered to address its comfort with being responsible for eliminating
organic farms in San Diego County, and spraying chmicals within 100 feet of my house and Lake
Hodges? See point one above —you can’t use chemical fertilizer on an organic farm and still call it
organic, and you can't spray fertilizer on a farm right next to a lake and not expect it to run off into tha
lake. The lake is also a drinking water source for many residents of San Diego, including Rancho Santa
Fe. Ms. Slater-Price and Mr. Horn, are you two really comfortable with the families in your districts
drinking water that contains chemical fertilizers? | sure wouldn't be... 1

3. The County of San Diego has absolutely no right to dictate ordinance on state land (the Be Wise Farm,
the farm in question leases state land).

4. The County of San Diego is attempting to modify an ordinance that: -

a. Puts the health of its people in jeopardy by reducing available organic food options, you know,
like how all food used to be grown before about 1945.

b. Impacts the livelihood of a perfectly legal (and some might say noble) business.

c. Requires no actual proof that eye gnats are caused by organic farms. The land next to Be Wise

Farms in Escondido is protected land by the State of California State, and is designated as such

because of the Eye Gnat Catcher bird population. However, this land has been designated as

protected land long before Be Wise Farms existed in that location. How is it possible that this
farm is causing eye gnats to exist? I'm pretty sure the state didn’t protect the land for birds
that had no food to eat in anticipation of an organic farm existing there in the future.

ignores common sense. There is a large lake (Hodges) next to the farm and all of the houses

that contain the people who are complaining about the eye gnats. Attached to the lake on the

east end is a swamp-like area. Now I’'m no biologist or entomologist, but I'm pretty sure a

swamp breeds more bugs than a farm. Furthermore, the swamp at the east end of Lake

Hodges is there because the county and state can’t figure out how to fill it correctly and remove

-

e

1



all of the dead trees that grew when we ignored the lake for so long. I submit that the state
and county are the chief culprits of the growing eye gnats because they have failed to address

correctly filling the lake. 6

| look forward to attending the next public hearing on this manner. Thank you for listening to my points. contiv

Regards, : |

Andrew Pidduck
Escondido, CA
619-203-1063
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From: Robert Bugg [robert_bugg@me.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 1:08 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Supervisor Bill Hom; Councilman Carl

DeMaio; Steve Danon; Dave Roberts; Bill Brammer; Joseph Patt; Joseph Patt; Daniel Cohen;
Richard Smith .

Subject: Comment on Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Attachments: Bugg_EyeGnat _Comment.pdf; ATT00001.htm
Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

eyegnat(@sdcounty.ca.gov

June 18, 2012
RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:

Please find attached my comment on the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration.
Also, please confirm by email reply your receipt of this message.

Thanks very much, -

Sincerely,

Robert L. Bugg, Ph.D.
Entomologist

1552 Pinnacles Place
Davis, CA 95616-6660
530-219-7834
robert_bugg@me.com




Via E-mail: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

June 18, 2012
RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller:

Here are my comments on the proposed San Diego County "Negative Declaration and
Initial Study" regarding eye gnats (Liohippelates collusor [Townsend], Liohippelates
spp., and Hippelates spp. (Diptera: Chloropidae).

I have a Ph.D. in entomology from UC Davis, and have extensive experience in research,
extension, and implementation of sustainable agricultural practices, including least-toxic
pest management, cover cropping, hedgerow design and establishment, biological
control, native pollinator conservation, and ecological soil management. I have authored
over fifty refereed scientific publications on these and related themes. I have worked with
a wide range of crops, including alfalfa, vegetables, potatoes, pecans, almonds, walnuts,
and winegrapes. I was co-originator and implementer of the Biologically Integrated
Orchard Systems (BIOS) projects, which involved farmer-to-farmer exchanges and
farmer-scientist teams and were the first multi-media agricultural pollution reduction
projects in the USA. I also co-originated the Biologically Integrated Farming Systems
competitive grants program, which expanded this approach to numerous crops in
California.

I am undertaking this work for Mr. Brammer on a pro bono basis because I believe that
his case has great merit and that public policy should be based on the best science and
reasonable process.

I am very concemed about the proposed negative declaration and the 2010 and 2011
reports (by Mr. Bethke, the U.C. Cooperative Extension Floriculture and Nursery Farm
Advisor, San Diego County, and colleagues) on which this proposed negative declaration
1s based. My general concems are:

(1) The proposed negative declaration essentially identifies Be Wise Ranch as the
sole source of the eye gnat problem, when a reasonable reading of the relevant
studies, including some of Mr. Bethke’s, would indicate that residential plantings,
the golf course, seasonal wetlands, and the San Dieguito River are all major
sources. The situation calls for reasoned, community-wide, integrated approaches
rather than draconian measures against Be Wise Ranch. Long ago, Dr. E.F.
Legner and Dr. E.C. Bay, both entomologists at UC Riverside, wrote about the




(2)

3)

4

importance of an integrated, community-wide approach to eye gnat issues, and
these statements should provide guidance in the present case. A unified,
community-wide effort is necessary to permanently abate the problem (Legner,
E.F. & Bay, E.C. 1970. Hippelates eye gnat breeding in the Southwest. California
Agriculture 24(5):1, 4-6.). Bay and Legner (Bay, E.C. & Legner, E.F. 1963. The
prospect for the biological control of Hippelates collusor (Townsend) in southern
California. Proceedings of the California Mosquito Control Association, Inc.
31:76-79) also wrote of the importance of eye gnat breeding habitats other than
tilled agricultural fields: "Hippelates are more dependent on living grasses than
heretofore realized . . . disturbed sandy soil, although an important breeding site,
1s less a prerequisite to Hippelates development than commonly thought . . . .»).
Stmilarly, Dr. Mir S. Mulla (Mulla, M.S. 1962. The breeding niches of Hippelates

"gnats. Annals of the Entomological Society of America 55(4):389-393) reported

that, in addition to breeding in irrigated, tilled farmland, eye gnats also reproduce
in certain non-tilled areas, including golf courses, new lawns, ditch banks, canal
shoulders, and alfalfa-barley fields. ,

Mr. Bethke and colleagues have used sampling regimes that have not

systematically assessed important Liohippelates collusor breeding habitats in The

Vineyard Golf Course and associated seasonal wetlands. These omissions include
failure to locate emergence traps in the irrigated, middle portions of the golf
course fairways, where divots, sand additions, irrigation, and abundant dead,
green matter (comminuted by mowing) combine to produce excellent habitat for
Liohippelates. Mr. Bethke and colleagues have instead restricted their emergence
trap placement to the periphery of fairways, where disturbance, plarit growth,
divots, sand introduction, irrigation, and plant growth are all much less. It is
simply not legitimate to extrapolate count data from such traps to the entire golf
course.

As represented in the 2010 report, Mr. Bethke and colleagues have largely
ignored the San Dieguito River bed as a potential source of Liohippelates
collusor. Specifically, Mr. Bethke and colleagues only placed two emergence
traps in the riverbed, and these were positioned in roadside settings that are
certainly not representative of the riverbed as a whole. Rather, the traps were
positioned in a roadside setting that does not entail much water or vegetation, or
disturbance regimes typical of the riverbed as a whole. Earlier studies have shown
that stream banks are major breeding sites for eye gnat (see point 1 above).

The proposed negative declaration dictates large increases in the collar trap
density over the density originally proposed by the Floriculture and Nursery Farm
Advisor. These increases appear to be arbitrary and, again, not based on sound
experimental design, analysis, and interpretation. The proposed negative
declaration would also cause a great increase in cost to the farmer not only
because of the increase in density but also because they would include within-
field traps that are difficult to maintain than those on the field edges and on the
farm perimeter. Mr. Bethke’s original recommendation, contained in email
messages to Mr. Brammer of January 11 and 12, 2012, was for 2,000 collar traps
arranged on the perimeter of the farm, at intervals of 10’ — 30°, depending on
which crops were growing and whether the field was covered with plastic mulch.

A

continuec




By contrast, in the 2011 report (issued in May 2012), in the recommendation for

eye gnat control for Be Wise Ranch, the number, for reasons unspecified, was 5
increased to 6,900 collar traps to be arrayed in two offset rows of at 10’ apart, :
plus 43 collar traps per acre in all tilled fields. In addition, all dried and green tonTinue

matter was stipulated to be removed from the farm. No scientific basis has been
provided for the increases in trap densities or the other changes. The original plan
requires ca $600 per acre, whereas the arbitrarily and capriciously revised plan
would cost upwards of $3,500 per acre, and would render strawberry production a
net loss operation of $2,500 per acre. The proposed management regimes will
malke it economically impossible to farm organically in Escondido. This has been
clearly established through data provided by Bill Brammer of Be Wise Ranch.

%) The insecticide Ecotrol does not work against eye gnat based on Mr.
Bethke’s data (2010 report, tables 4, 5, 6), yet Ecotrol is prescribed for alternate- @
week spraying under the proposed negative declaration.

(6) In the 2010 report, Mr. Bethke and colleagues have presented count data from -_
collar traps in a very misleading manner, including the truncation of a graph (Fig.

4) that, if presented in full, would show that by far the highest eye gnat densities 7
are encountered at sites miles away from Be Wise Ranch, including one site
immediately adjoining Kit Carson Park.

(7) The practices promoted in the proposed negative declaration are at marked
varlance with trapping regimes successfully used in Coachella, CA, and Yuma, 8
AZ, in which cases a single trapline is maintained along the agricultural-suburban
interface, with additional traps in parks and golf courses.

(8) If the proposed policy is implemented, the organic farmer will immediately be
found to be out of compliance; will have no further regulatory recourse; will have
to undertake costly, ineffective practices that will put him in violation of his lease q
and in violation of Organic production standards; will be forced to undertake
practices that impair surface waters; and, ultimately, will be put out of business. {

(9) 2012 sampling by Mr. Bethke has shown a 98% reduction in counts of eye gnats
in five collar traps on The Vineyard Golf Course, including traps that immediately
adjoin Be Wise Ranch. This suggests that the traplines and other control measures
already in place on the farm are working excellently (Bryan Vander Mey, Staff 1D
Research Associate, UC Cooperative Extension, FAX message, June 13, 2012).
This information further suggests that the additional burdensome, unreasonable,
and ineffective measures and practices envisioned under the proposed negative
declaration would be superfluous and should be rejected.

In summary, based on readily available science, the proposed negative declaration is
seriously flawed and should be rejected. If implemented, the proposed negative
declaration will drive a highly productive organic farm out of business and will definitely
not solve the eye gnat problem in Escondido. This would occur at a time when collar trap
sampling is clearly showing the current practices at Be Wise Ranch are drastically \ ‘
reducing the incidence of eye gnats emanating from the farm. Solving the eye gnat
problem in the long run will require a conscientious, sober, community-wide
commitment and systematic control efforts in other major breeding habitats in the area,




complementing the excellent and effective efforts that have already been made by Bill
Brammer and his colleagues at Be Wise Ranch.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Bugg, Ph.D.
Entomologist

1555 Pinnacles Place
Davis, CA 95616-6660
C 530-219-7834
Robert_bugg@me.com

-

||
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From: sharon escher [shaesc00@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 1:59 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; DEH, Vector; diane.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov; Slater, Pam; Cox, Greg;
Roberts, Ron -

Subject: Comments to Eye Gnat Ordinance Program

Linda Hollingsworth, Project Manager
Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave

Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123
evegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov
vector@sdcounty.ca.gov
diane.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov
pam.slater@sdcounty.ca.gov
greg.cox(@sdcounty.ca.gov
ron.roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov

June 18,2012
Attention: Eye Gnat and Ordinance Pro gram

~I'would like to comment on impact results of the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance Initial Study and Negative
Declaration.
" [

Below are 4 points I would like to see addressed.

1. Why were only aquatic organisms addressed in the environmental hazards
section of the pesticide labels? If land crops are being sprayed, should
not the hazards of spraying on the land be addressed, which impact land
organisms such as mammals, bees and other beneficial insects, and birds?
The impact of spraying weekly and the percolating of the pesticide into
groundwater should also be discussed. Why were these issues not addressed?

2. Section IV of the biological resources document on page 18, line 15
states "that as long as label restrictions are adhered to, the infrequent
application as needed of these pesticides would not have a significant
direct or cumulative impact to biological resources, including sensitive
species”. From the "Bornt Farms 2010 Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan",
a weekly spraying on the buffer crop is mandated. Is the weekly mandate
according to the label? Does this weekly mandate adhere to the "infrequent
application” as required by Section IV to have no significant impact?

3. The last line on page 7 in chemical control, states "therefore we must
conclude that the organic pesticides recommended in the 2010 Eye Gnat
Nuisance Prevention Plan were ineffective and should not be required in the
2011 plan." But the 2011 final report San Diego County Eye Gnat Research

1




and Education Project Escondido Chemical Control (page 7) states, "At
present, applications of registered organic oils, such as Ecotrol/Ecotec
(rosemary oil and peppermint oil) or an application of Entrust (spinosad)
should be applied every other week to production crops throughout the
cropping cycle. Applications of Ecotec will reduce, in part, eye gnat

adult populations.” If the 2010 recommendation was that organic pesticides
were ineffective to control eye gnats, why does the Final 2011 report

say it should still be used? What facts were being used to make the

2011 final report? Why was it recommended that Bornt Farm spray Ecotrol
EVERY week if it is ineffective? Using conventional pesticides would
cancel the organic certification. I would rather have an infrequent-as
needed application on my organic vegetables than a weekly build up of
peppermint and rosemary oil. I would prefer that nothing be applied to

my organic vegetables, and therefore would recommend that the highly
effective method of trapping be used, as has been effective in Borrego,
Yuma, and other areas ( see item 4 below).

4. In the "Recommendations for the Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan for
- Be Wise Ranch in Escondido 2012 Based on Research Conducted During 2011",
page 7 under the heading Trapping, it says "Removing the adult eye gnats
from the population is a highly effective tactic in reducing eye gnat
population numbers in Cochella Valley and in Jucumba." This proven,
recommended method should be implemented San Diego County.

In conclusion, I do not want conventional pesticides used on my food: Ibuy
organic at a higher price for this reason. The environmental impact of
conventional pesticides on buffer crops in the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration has not been adequately addressed. In the Initial Study and
Negative Declaration, weekly mandated spraying and every-other week
recommended spraying on the Bornt Farm and Be Wise Ranch production crops,
respectively, does not adhere to the the "infrequent, as necessary" statement.

If all references to pesticides were eliminated from the proposed eye gnat
ordinance, a Negative Declaration would indeed be correct.

The ordinance should be changed to use the traps that have been proven to be
highly effective in removing adult eye gnats from the population. Let the
farmer determine what his customers want and act accordingly while following
pesticide regulation. '

Sharon Escher ——

559 Donax Ave
Imperial Beach, CA 91932
shaesc00@gmail.com

Dr. Marina Frants

4024 Crystal Dawn Ln.#102
San Diego, CA 92122
mfrants@ucsd.edu

Sarilee Anderson
5935 La Jolla Hermosa

%
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La Jolla, CA 92037
sanderson@ucsd.edu

Megan Scanderbeg
5453 White Oak Lane
San Diego, CA 92130
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. "Blackson, Kristin® <Kristin. Blackson@sdcounty.ca.gov>
- Please print

2. August 15, 2012 10:31:12 AM PDT

. 'Howard Blackson' <howard @placemakers.com>

From: Farahnaz [mailto:farahnazf@amail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 3:04 PM

To: Lafreniere, Rebecca

Subject: Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Reconsider the changes to the San Diego Vector Control Report

Organic farming and Be Wise Ranch is under attack from residents who are upset regarding eye gnats. By classifying eye gnats as a County issue 1t
takes control out of the farmers' hands and puts it into yet to be decided officials. We realize that the residents of Escondido and the adjacent
community deserve and should be able to enjoy the outdoors without the threat of eye gnats. However, we do not believe that this ordinance is fair
and balanced. It will take the efforts of us here at the farm as well as a community wide trapping program to be instituted in order to reduce the
nuisance of the eye gnats.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm.

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board. This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

We ask that more research be done before changing the laws in the Vector sector.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm.

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letiers and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

I realize that the residents of Escondido and the adjacent community deserve and should be able to enjoy the outdoors without the threat of eye gnats.
However, I do not believe that this ordinance is fair and balanced. It will take the efforts of us here at the farm as well as a community wide trapping
program to be instituted in order to reduce the nuisance of the eye gnats.

Section 64.403 states the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat Abatement Appeals Board
to set aside these limitations.

Please change Section 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will aimost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be
economically feasible to farm.



Please change section 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board. This much
authority is too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in
these positions. ‘

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being propoesed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San Pasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

We object to 64.403 where it states that the Director can ask to override all of the protective language in the ordinance and ask the Eye Gnat
Abatement Appeals Board to set aside these limitations.

We object to 64.403 (c) and (d). These 2 sections will almost guarantee that the farm would have to close down because it would not be economically
feasible to farm. '

We object to 64.407 (d). This gives the Director unlimited power to shut down a farm with the approval of the Appeals Board This much authority is
too great a power to give to the Director when we have no idea how the Appeals Board will function or who the County will install in these positions.

This proposed ordinance is all based on community complaints and there is no scientific way at this time to measure the success or failure of the eye
gnat program that is being proposed. We have no idea what the base amount of the endemic level of eye gnats were prior to Be Wise Ranch farming
here in the San Pasqual Agricultural Preserve. We have received numerous letters and emails from long time residents adjacent to the farm as well as
farmers here in the San lPasqual Valley that assert that eye gnats have always been an issue here.

Regards,
Farahnaz



A.9

Tom Escher

2615 Sunset Hills
Escondido, CA 92025
Phone: (760} 445 9533 cell

Linda Hollingsworth, Project Manager
Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave

Suite 102 ' o
San Diego, CA 92123
eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov
http://www.sdcountv.ca.gov/deh/index.html

Attention: Eye Gnat and Ordinance Program

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed eye gnat ordinance and program. The biological
resources section IV was checked a “less than significant impact.” However, only aquatic organisms listed on the
environmental hazards section of the pesticides labels were addressed. Bees, wild mammals, birds and -
groundwater are also on the environmental hazards section and should be addressed.

Example:
Acephate: Toxic to birds, wild mammals and bees.
Cyromanzine: Ground water and bees
Cyfluthrin: Bees
Diflubenzuron: Terrestrial juvenile insects
Malathion: Bees —

Attachment B, Best Management Practices, Eye Gnat Control on Organic Farms on the last page under various
combinations of options states that “the trap/barrier crop should be treated weekly.” it explains further “for best
results, use acephate and malathion, which are organophosphates, and cyfluthrin a pyrethroid. These products
should be rotated between the organophosphates and the pyrethroid so that no single chemical is applied in
succession. Resistance development is common in eye gnats.”

Questions
*  What was the rational for choosing these 5 conventional pesticides? ‘ —
¢ How much residue is left on alfalfa, the preferred trap/barrier crop after spraying weekly from “April 1% to

October 31°?” (Bornt Farms 2012 Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan)
* How should the trap/barrier crop be used?
* What affect will weekly spraying have on beneficial insects?
* What are the accumulative affects on the land where the trap/barrier crops are planted?

Furthermore, eye gnats and trap/barrier crops are not listed on pesticide labels. Alfalfa is listed but the pest does

not have to be listed. Spraying of a trap/barrier where there is not a pest of the trap/barrier crop might be
considered a legal application but could also be thought of as circumventing the intent of pesticide regulations, i.e.
apply less pesticides, not more.

——

Section IV of the biological resources document {page 18 line 15) states, “therefore, as long as label restrictions are
adhered to, the infrequent application, as needed, of these pesticides would not have a significant direct or
cumulative impact to biological resources, including sensitive species.”

Questions
* How can label restrictions be adhered to when the Director of Environmental Health is enforcing what
pesticide to use and when to use them?




*  Why was enforcing weekly spraying on the buffer crop considered “infrequent”? (See Bornt Farms 2012——.1
Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan)? “Infrequent” is correct if referring to organic certification, one
application of any of the 5 pesticides, or any other conventional pesticide to organic production crops
would cancel the growers organic certification. ;

* Whatis meant by “as needed”? Does that refer to controlling gnats that fly through the trap/barrier crop
or some alfalfa pest? )

In addition the document states, “Illegal application is extremely unlikely for a pesticide application required to be
made under a Department of Environmental Health (DEH) order.” The following scenario puts doubt on that
statement.

The final report, San Diego County eye Gnat Research and Education Project 2010 on page 16 (results)
states that Ecotrol (Ecotec) and Entrust suggest that there can be an affect by these pesticide, but at rates
much higher than label rates and a much greater cost than is feasible.

Page 7 last line in chemical control, “therefore we must conclude that the organic pesticides recommended
in the 2010 Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan were ineffective and should not be required in the 2011
plan”. However, the 2011 final report San Diego County Eye Gnat Research and Education Project
Escondido Chemical Control {page 7) states, “At present, applications of registered organic oils, such as
Ecotrol/Ecotec (rosemary oil and peppermint oil or an application of Entrust (spinosad)) should be applied
every other week to production crops throughout the cropping cycle. Applications of Ecotec will reduce, in
part, eye gnat adult populations.”

Also, the Bornt Farms 2012 Eye Gnat Nuisance Prevention Plan states that “production crops will be treated
weekly with an organic pesticide or not plant production crops within 1000 feet from the edge of town.”
Ecotec and Entrust are not listed on the plan. “County vector control program will conduct weekly random
inspections to monitor compliance with the plan.”

The term Last Resort has been written and talked about so much that is has become a myth. The myth is that eye
gnats will be controlled by spraying with conventional pesticides. Eye gnats are killed when they come in contact
with the spray. Flying adults that do not come in contact with the spray will continue their life cycle of gathering
mucus and laying from 200 to 400 eggs. Weekly spraying of trap/barrier crops has not been proven to be the
preferred method for controlling eye gnats. A recent letter from Chris Summer, District Entomologist, Yuma County
Pest Abatement District, University of Arizona, states that “spraying to control adults is ineffective.”

Another myth is that conventional farmers {not organic farmers) using conventional pesticides will controf eye
gnats. Simplified, farmers plant crops and hope they don’t have to spray. They continually look for pests that would
affect the crop. When a pest is observed, a conventional pesticide that will control the pest is applied and the
farmer hopes he won't have to spray again. Farmers spray only as needed. Eye gnats are not pests and farmers do
not and will not spray for them on an as needed schedule, -

Research has proven that trapping is highly effective in controlling eye gnats. There no pesticides involved as the
attractant to the traps is putrefied eggs in water.

Recommendations

If the pesticide impact is thoroughly addressed, the initial study could Justifiably be changed from a “less than
significant impact” to a “less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.” The mitigation would be to
eliminate all pesticides and pesticide related requirements from the proposed ordinance. Then, efforts could be
channeled to implement a community eye gnat trapping program patterned after other areas that have had similar
programs for many years, i.e. Borrego Water District, Yuma, etc. University of California co-operative extension
could organize the program and it would be win-win, everyone working together and much more farmer-
‘community friendly.

4
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From: Kay [kaytaff@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 6:15 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: ' Ron-Roberts

Subject: Do Not Use Pesticides on Eye Gnats at Organic Farms

Dear County of San Diego,
I am writing in opposition to the proposal to promote the use of non-organic pesticides at Be Wise Ranch or any
other organic farm, on the pretext that this action will reduce eye gnat swarms.

I earned a BA in biology from UC Riverside and an MA in biology from CSU Fresno. For the first fifteen years
of my life I was a research technician in biological research. Three of those years was spent supporting plant
pathology research for the USDA, three in oceanographic plankton studies, and the remainder in various other
natural resource studies. I then completed an additional course ofstudy in landscape architecture, and passed the
state of California licensing exams to become a registered landscape architect in California in 1989. In short,

I have a professional understanding of how science can provide useful information to public agencies. I also
have learned how politics can interfere with agencies making sound decisions in the public interest.

The proposal to use pesticides that are not approved for organic agriculture in order to subdue eye gnats is an
example of proposing bad public policy, based not on science, but on pressure from a few noisy, self-interested
people. Eyegnats are not disease vectors. They are not harmful to health, though they are an unpleasant nuisance
when people are in their proximity. I was in the midst of a swarm of tiny flies at a national wildlife refuge in
Oregon once and it drove me into my tent for the evening. My husband and I witnessed multiple huge swarms
of tiny gnats rising from the coastal sage scrub in Tecolote Canyon a couple of years ago, miles from any
agriculture. He has photos of this phenomenon, backlit by the afternoon sun, and when he had to bicycle
through a swarm, he got gnats in his mouth and eyes.

So I personally know that gnats do swarm, and are annoying; no-one else in this discussion denies that fact.
However, the County has not provided convincing evidence indicating that gnat swarms are a product of any
particular agricultural practices. Despite this, the County is proposing using non-organic pesticides in an effort
to reduce the gnats that have swarmed in one place, Be Wise Ranch. I am positive that the public interest would
be harmed by doing so.

My husband (who was born in San Diego) and I have been buying organic food for decades. To help others
grow healthy uncontaminated food, I helped establish a community garden as a volunteer, helped with the
community garden at the campus I attended, and in my practice as a licensed landscape architect in the state of
California, I encourage the use of IPM and organic growing practices in the landscapes that I design
professionally. Most pertinent to this discussion, I support the farmers who grow organic food in San Diego
County by buying local organic produce whenever possible. I am very grateful for their knowledge, good
business sense, and hard labor, that results in healthy food for people like us.

I feel the job of our public agricultural agencies is to be sure that agricultural practices produce healthy food
for people and do not harm the environment at large. The public interest would best be served by ignoring those
people who are annoyed by eye gnats. They can close their doors during those brief periods when gnats swarm.
If that doesn't do it for them, they are free to emove away if they don't like living where the gnats sometimes 2
found. It is as simple as that. They have no special right to convince the County to take actions that are hamlfull
to many others just to reduce their annoyance. —_




———

I lived by farms for three years near Salinas and Watsonville, while working on my masters degree in biology.

Those times when the farming practices were annoying, I stayed away from home longer hours: I worked late. I

never felt that my being constantly comfortable was the County of Monterey's job, unlike these people in San
go County who have asked for its intervention to keep eye gnats out of their personal space.

I have been deeply disappointed by our public agencies approving use of so many chemical pesticides. I am
convinced that an alliance between agencies and corporate agrichemical business hurts people and the
environment that we live in and that we will leave when we are no longer alive. The latest proofis the
destruction of bees by neonicotinoid pesticides such as Imidacloprid. This byproduct of tobacco (cigarettes are
not its only nasty product) was patented by Bayer and earns them over a billion dollars every year; hence,
several copy-cat pesticides are now sold by other agrichemical corporations. Our environment is being
destroyed by non-organic agriculture, and our people are being made unhealthy. Americans suffer obesity,
diabetes, brain and other cancers that used to be quite rare, MS, joint ailments, and a plethora of other diseases
which are coinciding (and most think NOT coincidentally) with a poisoned environment and unhealthy food.

I entreat you very sincecerly: do not approve pesticide use on eye gnats near any farms in San Diego County.

Kay Stewart, CA Landscape Architect # 2967
2171 India Street Suite A San Diego CA 92101
www .kaylarch.com

619-234-2668 '
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From: danielle thomas [daniellet96@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 9:05 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Fw: Ait: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program-Negative Declaration Response- Enwronmental

Review No. 12-00-001

————— Forwarded Message -----

From: danielle thomas <daniellet96@yahoo.com>

To: "eyegnat@sdcounty.gov" <eyegnat@sdcounty.gov>

Cc: Bill Pape <billjacum@aol.com>; "Amber.Tarrac@sdcounty.ca.gov" <Amber.Tarrac@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Lafreniere
Rebecca <rebecca.lafreniere@sdcounty.ca.gov>; "rickshawjr@hotmail.com” <rickshawjr@hotmail.com>; joe marshall
<joe.marshall@att.net>; Moon Barnet <jacumbamoon@aol.com>; Howard Cook <howwcook@yahoo.com>; Miller Jack
<jack.miller@sdcounty.ca.gov>; "dave@deanzasprings.com” <dave@deanzasprings.com>; "helen@deanzasprings.com"
<helen@deanzasprings.com>; Mark Ostrander <clasictraclayer@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 9:02 AM

Subject: Att: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program-Negative Declaration Response-Environmental Review No. 12-00-001

(Minor change but please replace earlier version with this revised document. I typed
Manzanita wetlands instead of Mesquite)

Monday, June 18, 2012 11:22 PM
To Whom it May Concern: First, let me say that I appreciate all the man hours and work
that went into the preparation of the provided documents. My comments are not meant as a
criticism to any individual but more as a reaction to the Jacumba community's & my
frustrating experiences throughout this entire eye gnat abatement fight and Ordinance
process.
I would.like to mention up- front that giving the public over 100 pages to download or
absorb on-line and comment on within 20 days is beyond the pale. (14 pages of Summary of
changes, 24 pages of the Ordinance showing changes in red, 70 pages of Negative
Declaration Initial Study . . .) Not everyone knows what CEQA is and none of our
residents that received the letter and subsequently called me, understood what a Negative
Declaration is or how they were expected to respond. Some of the changes in the Ordinance
itself are difficult for a lay person to comment on since, as everyone knows, in a legal
document even the choice of outwardly nearly identical words and/or placement of comma's
can change legal meanings.
Here are my comments:
Changes in Ordinance
2} In the Draft Ordinance changes, #17, Page 5 of 14 under Revised or Relocated text last
sentence) I believe that the addition of the words: "Last resort orders will remain
appealable to the Eye Gnat Abatement Board if and when being issued” goes diametrically
against the Supervisors wishes that the Eye Gnat Abatement Board be an ADVISORY BOARD
only at this critical step and that some County official (in this case it would probably
be Jack Miller in his role of Director DEH) have final decision making authority. I
belleve if this isn't the legal 1ntent of the final Ordinance it will have no teeth.
““se'respond back €¢ mewi ' i¢dtion on whether the ‘board is just advisoryién
LAST RESORT orders ¢ rdinance it spells this out.
3) In the Draft Ordlnance changes, #24 Page 9 of 14 under Revrsed or Relocated Text
SeCthn 235.1 Membershlp and Selectlon I would llke to see the words " and: not : :
B ggingior ‘w ey : '

and supposed (unbiased) consultant on the Ordlnance Board that was clearly hostile to
the community representatives and basically said we just needed to "live with" the
problem. Also, I believe it 1mportant that the two communlty members selected to serve,

¢ Otherwise there is a high llkellhood that the decks w1ll be stacked
against the communltles from the beginning.

4) In the Draft Ordinance Changes, #13, page 4 of 140riginal text h)middle of the
paragraph statement that says "and evidence provided by the community into account”,
1




you include: acceptable. evidence may includé phene complaints,.dated pictures and videos

: 24nlts . from eye grat netting

Negative Declaration p—
My understanding of CEQA is that it is a law passed in the 1970's that requires state and
local agencies within California to follow a protocol of analysis and public disclosure
of environmental impacts of proposed projects; to adopt all feasible measures to mitigate
those impacts; and that CEQA mandates actions all state and local agencies must take to
advance that policy. What I don't understand after reading the Negative Declaration is
why a CEQA Analysis was not required prior to allowing Alan Bornt (Bornt Farms and land-
owner Jacumba Valley Ranch) and Bill Brammer (Be Wise Ranch) to initiate farming.
Although both businesses were similar to that of businesses that occupied the space
before, there are significant differences in how they farm and treat the land because
(mostly ) of their organic status.

In the case of Bornt Farms, he expanded the acreage of the farm way beyond what had been
done before, grew different crops than had been grown before and used the water resources
differently. I do not understand why the County has allowed him to operate even though he]
was and is still in violation of CEQA. T would:liké: : Le
Sspecifically: I believe that Bornt Farms has had 51gn1f1cant environmental 1mpacts in
the areas of

1. VIII-Hazards and Hazardous Materials (see the section concerning "placing residents
adjacent to an existing or reasonably foreseeable use that would substantially increase
current or future residents exposure to vectors, including mosquitoes, rats or flies
which are capable of transmitting public health disease or PUBLIC NUISANCE ([emphasis is
minel]™

2. IX Hydrology & Water Quality c)"could the project cause a deficit in the aquifer or
interference with groundwater discharge?" ((Bornt has drained two wells dry and the farm
is now out of water}] )

3. VVIII Mandatory findings of Significance a) "Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment substantially reducing the habitat of fish or
wildlife (during his farming tenure, all the water has drained all from a once

beautiful Mesquite wetlands area adjacent to Carrizo Creek-this is a sad loss of habitat
for our birds and coyotes) b) "Does the project have impacts that are limited but
cumulatively significant?" A big YES where Bornt Farms. is concerned

Communities such as Jacumba and Escondido are fighting for economic and quality of Life
survival with little or no help from our County. Sadly, everything I have experienced in
this process has indicated to me that the County will bend over backwards to protect
large commercial farms even as these farms cause AVOIDABLE and DEVASTATING economic and
quality of life issues to neighboring communities. This is so wrong on so many levels.
While I do believe we need an Ordinance, I unfortunately still feel that this particular
Ordinance does nothing to solve the current problems in Escondido and Jacumba. However,
it may serve as a deterrent to new large organlc farms thinking of moving adjacent to
communities and destroying them.

Sincerely, Danielle Cook -Jacumba Resident

2
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From: danielle thomas [daniellet96@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 11:23 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Bill Pape; Tarrac, Amber; rickshawjr@hotmail.com; Moon Barnet; Mark Ostrander; joe
marshall; Bill Dennett (principal); Lafreniere, Rebecca Miller, Jack

Subject: } ' Att: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program-Negative Declaration Response Environmental Review
No. 12-00-001

To Whom it May Concern: First, let me say that I appreciate all the man hours and work
that went into the preparation of the provided documents. My comments are not meant as a
criticism to any individual but more as a reaction to the Jacumba community's &

my frustrating experiences throughout this entire eye gnat abatement fight and Ordinance
process.

I would like to mention up-front that giving the public over 100 pages to download or
absorb on-line and comment on within 20 days is beyond the pale. (14 pages of Summary of
changes, 24 pages of the Ordinance showing changes in red, 70 pages of Negative
Declaration Initial Study . . .) Not everyone knows what CEQA is and none of our
residents that received the letter and subsequently called me,  understood what a Negative
Declaration is or how they were expected to respond. Some of the changes in the Ordinance
itself are difficult for a lay person to comment on since, as everyone knows, in a legal
document even the choice of outwardly nearly identical words and/or placement of comma's
can change legal meanings.

Here are my comments:

Changes in Ordinance
2) In the Draft Ordinance changes, #17, Page 5 of 14 under Revised or Relocated text last
sentence) I believe that the addition of the words: "Last resort orders will remain
appealable to the Eye Gnat Abatement Board if and when being issued" goes diametrically
against the Supervisors wishes that the Eye Gnat Abatement Board be an ADVISORY BOARD
~only at this critical step and that some County official (in this case it would probably
be Jack Miller in his role of Director DEH) have final decision making authority. I
belleve if thlS 1sn t the legal 1ntent of the final Ordinance it will have no teeth.

1 ‘ i T whether the poard is justiadvisory. on

3) In the Draft Ordinance changes, #24, Page 9 of 14 under Revised or Relocated Text,
section 235.1 Membership and Selection. I would like to see the words " anmd nof ihvelved
with blogging or Writi “the Organic Industry inserted. We had a supposed
{unbiased) consultant on the Ordinance Board that was clearly hostile to the community
representatives and basically said we just needed to "live with" the problem. Also, I
believe it important that the two community members selected to serve be selected from a
po6l  ofcandidates” selected‘by*the Plahning Groups or Sponsor Groups of the: communities.
Otherwise there is a high likelihood that the decks will be stacked against the
communities from the beginning.

4) In the Draft Ordinance Changes, #13, page 4 of 140riginal text h)middle of the
paragraph statement that says "and evidence provided by the communlty into account”
yOu 2 5 i g cios i

and

Negative Declaration

My understanding of CEQA is that it is a law passed in the 1970's that requires state and
local agencies within California to follow a protocol of analysis and public disclosure
of environmental impacts of proposed projects; to adopt all feasible measures to mitigate
those impacts; and that CEQA mandates actions all state and local agencies must take to

1




advance that policy. What I don't understand after reading the Negative Declaration is
why a CEQA Analysis was not required prior to allowing Alan Bornt (Bornt Farms and land-
owner Jacumba Valley Ranch) and Bill Brammer (Be Wise Ranch) to initiate farming.
Although both businesses were similar to that of businesses that occupied the space
before, there are significant differences in how they farm and treat the land because
(mostly ) of their organic status.

In the case of Bornt Farms, he expanded the acreage of the farm way beyond what had been
done before, grew different crops than had been grown before and used the water resources
differently. I do not understand why the County has allowed him to operate even though he
was and is still in violation of CEQA. I would like a respodnse to this in writing

Sspecifically: I believe that Bornt Farms has had significant environmental impacts in
the areas of '

1. VIII-Hazards and Hazardous Materials (see the section concerning "placing residents
adjacent to an existing or reasonably foreseeable use that would substantially increase
current or future residents exposure to vectors, including mosquitoes, rats or flies
which are capable of transmitting public health disease or PUBLIC NUISANCE [emphasis is
mine] "

2. IX Hydrology & Water Quality c)"could the project cause a deficit in the aquifer or
interference with groundwater discharge?" ((Bornt has drained two wells dry and the farm
is now out of water] .

3. VVIII Mandatory findings of Significance a) "Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment substantially reducing the habitat of fish or
wildlife (during his farming tenure, all the water has drained all from a once beautiful
Manzanita wetlands area adjacent to Carrizo Creek-this is a sad loss of habitat for our
birds and coyotes) b) "Does the project have impacts that are limited but cumulatively
significant?" A big YES where Bornt Farms is concerned

Communities such as Jacumba and Escondido are fighting for economic and quality of Life
survival with little or no help from our County. Sadly, everything I have experienced in
this process has indicated to me that the County will bend over backwards to protect
large commercial farms even as these farms cause AVOIDABLE and DEVASTATING economic

and quality of life issues to neighboring communities. This is so wrong on so many
levels.

While I do believe we need an Ordinance, I unfortunately still feel that this particular
Ordinance does nothing to solve the current problems in Escondido and Jacumba. However,
it may serve as a deterrent to new large organic farms thinking of moving adjacent to
communities and destroying them.

Sincerely, Danielle Cook -Jacumba Resident
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From: Diane Gage [dianegage@gmail.com] on behalf of Diane Gage [dgage@san.rr.com]
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 4:27 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill;

carldemaio@sandiego.gov; Steve@stevedanon.com;
_ campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; info@bobfilnerformayor.com
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Attn: Jack Miller, Department of Environmental Health

I request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance
and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate & provides almost no meaningful
analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which provides fresh vegetables to me at a pick-up site in
my neighborhood. The proposed ordinance gives the County authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the
organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status, an end to
the healthy, fresh AFFORDABLE produce the farm provides for me and my family, and a loss of productive
farm land. '

Besides depriving me of a major AFFORDABLE source of my diet and nutrition, the spraying of pesticides will
negatively impact the plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley. While the proposal attends to County
policies, the fact of that matter is that Be Wise Ranch and the San Pasqual Valley are in the CITY of San Diego.
The SPV is a San Diego City open space park and agricultural preserve that supports endangered and threatened
species. Organic farming methods are in harmony with the protection of species such as the Least Bell's Vireo
and the California Gnatcatcher, while spraying pesticides is most likely not. Surely no pesticides should be
applied until their impact is adequately studied and analyzed!

It is my understanding that eye gnat populations are DOWN considerably at the golf course this year compared
to a couple of years ago. This would suggest that the Be Wise Ranch mitigation efforts are working, so why the
rush to push through this ordinance without a proper environmental review?

Please consider the significant impacts to the health of families and the environment that will be created by the
proposed ordinance. Not to mention the loss of a valuable San Diego business, thereby causing harm to its
owners, workers and San Diego area customers. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a
pesticide-free alternative to this proposed ordinance. ]

Thank you

Diane Gage

2541 Meadow Lark Drive
San Diego, Ca 92123



From: Diane Gage [dianegage@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2012 2:03 PM
To: County of San Diego; LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Re: County of San Diego Eye Gnats, Countywide Update

Comment on notification below:
I strongly object to the proposed Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance as described in the May 24, 2012 email
notification.

My specific concern has to do with giving DEH the power to require the use of conventional pesticides on
organic farms. The phrase "except as a last resort" means that DEH COULD require the use of conventional
pesticides on organic farms. Although the email statement says DEH could NOT order that farms be closed,
using any conventional pesticide (never mind "only" five) would have exactly that effect. So there 1s a
contradiction in terms here.

No organic farm can maintain its organic certification once conventional pesticides are in use, for whatever
reason. Therefore issuing an order to use a conventional pesticide would have exactly the same consequence as
ordering the farm to close down its businessJ(In which case, mightn't the County be exposing itself to
litigation?)

My understanding of this eye gnat issue is that this change in the ordinance is UNNECESSARY because the
eye gnat nuisance can be reduced through other means that do not destroy thriving businesses in San Diego
County and the livelihoods, goods and services they provide to San Diego citizens.

Thank you for your attention.
Diane Gage
San Diego
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From: Sheri Mayer [sherimayer@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 9:33 PM

To: County of San Diego

Cc: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; Steve@stevedanon.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Attachments: Eye Gnat Negative Declaration 06-16-12. doc

Hello, S

Please see my attached comment in response to the email sent to me below. Please notify me if the attachment
cannot be viewed and I will be happy to resend. Thank you.

Kind regards,

Sheri Mayer

On Fri, Jun 1, 2012 at 10:47 AM, County of San Diego <sdcounty@service.govdelivery.com> wrote:

You are receiving this notification because of your interest in eye gnat and organic farming issues in San Diego
County.

The Department of Environmental Health (DEH) is extending the comment period on its proposed Negative
Declaration and Initial Study for an eye gnat program and ordinance until 4:00 pm on June 20,2012. To
1mp1ement this extension DEH is re-noticing the proposed action. The proposed Negative Declaration and
Initial Study are not being changed.

The remainder of this notification repeats information that was previously provided. DEH is proposing that the
Board of Supervisors adopt a Negative Declaration in accordance with the California Environmental Quality
Act for an ordinance amending Title 6 of the San Diego County Code of Regulatory Ordinances relating to
Vector Control to establish a county-wide (incorporated cities and unincorporated area) Eye Gnat Program;
ER#12-00-001. The San Diego County Code of Administrative Ordinances would also be amended. The
proposed Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance would provide DEH authority to address eye gnat nuisances
wherever they occur, and would implement a progressive strategy for intervention when commercial organic
farms cause an eye gnat nuisance. Changes to the Ordinance as it was previously released for public review
from January 31, 2012 to February 10, 2012 would still not authorize DEH to require the use of conventional
pesticides on organic crops or fields or to restrict the crops that could be grown organically on a farm, except as
a last resort. However, under this program DEH could only require the use of five conventional pesticides. DEH
could not order that farms be closed, that farm size or intensity be reduced, or that physical barriers or fencing
taller than 42 inches be used.

The proposed Negative Declaration and supporting Initial Study can be reviewed on the World Wide Web at
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/deh/pests/eyegnats/eyegnats home.html, at the Department of Environmental
Health public counter located at 5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102, San Diego, California 92123, the
Assessors/Recorder/County Clerk office at 1600 Pacific Highway, Suite 103, San Diego, CA 92101, and all
public library branches. Comments on the proposed Negative Declaration and Initial Study must be sent to the
DEH address listed above or to evegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov, attention to “Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program”.

Comments on this proposed Negative Declaration and Initial Study must be received no later than June 20,
2012 at 4:00 p.m. (a 20 day public review period). Comments received between May 24, 2012 and May 31,
2012 will be considered and be included in the record.

1 i
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For those of you receiving this e-mail for the first time please scroll to the bottom of this page to manage your subscriber
preferences; password and e-mail delivery addresses.

Regards,
Chris Conlan

Supervising Vector Ecologist

You are subscribed to Eye Gnats, Countywide for County of San Diego. This information has recently been
updated, and is now available.

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop
subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use youp
e-mail address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the subscription service
please contact support@govdelivery.com.-

This service is provided to you at no charge by County of San Diego.

A

This email was sent 1o sherimayer@amail.com using GovDelivery, on behalf of: County of San Diego - 1600 Pacific Highway - San Diege, CA -
858-694-3900



June 16, 2012

To Whom This May Concern: ]
I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance and the
Negative Declaration.

Within the framework of the Ordinance, if the Director decides to force the use of pesticides, it will .
essentially shut the farm down as an organic farm cannot use conventional pesticides on their food.
Conventional pesticides and organic farming are mutually exclusive. It does not matter if the pesticides
are only used in “barrier crops” as the pesticides will leach into the water supply at the farm and
contaminate the organic crops. Chemicals and pesticides are constantly being studied for their effects
on cognitive development, brain chemistry, reproductive disorders, autism and cancer (to name a few)
and every day scientists are finding more and more evidence to support the fact that these pesticides are
responsible for causing such damage. I doubt anyone wants to shut Be Wise.down as they are an
integral and vital part of our community. They are a major food source for over 2800 families in San
Diego county and, supply a number of retail food chains, including Jimbo's and Whole Foods.

If the farm was unwilling to cooperate, I would understand the purpose behind developing an ordinance
and giving the Director authority to influence the farm's methods. However, the farm is completely
WILLING to implement a number of best practice measures without an ordinance in place and
therefore, I see no reason to classify eye gnats as a vector and issue the ordinance as proposed.
Especially without studying the entire ramifications of pesticides on the farm and surrounding
environment. Be Wise Ranch operates in an Agricultural Preserve and uses methods of farming that
protect the environment as well as enhance the surrounding community. Organic farming in itself is
beneficial to all their neighbors as it improves water supply, maintains rich soil and provides healthy,
nutritious food, thus keeping us all healthy. Organic farmers are granting us better health, a better
environment, healthier water supplies and more delicious food by farming without using harsh
chemicals and pesticides. ' .
However, not everyone is concerned with the effects of pesticides. During a community meeting on
February 2" 2012, one resident asked if there were any pesticides that could eliminate the eye gnat. Hej
was interested in spraying pesticides at his own home, instead of concentrating on the farm, as it is
ultimately his home where the eye gnat chooses to live out their 15 day existence. Mr. Bethke replied
that there are a number of pyrethrins and pyrethroids available at Home Depot that one could purchase.
I feel this is a quick, accessible and affordable option for many residents, providing them with the relief
they need while the farmer continues to work on controlling their breeding practices using their own
organic methods. Many of the residents at this meeting seemed to be appreciative of learning this
information. As these homes are not producing organic food, the use of pesticides on their property is a
much more reasonable recommendation than requesting that our food sources be subject to these harsh
and dangerous chemicals.

Everyone involved in this issue supports continuing research and funding for eradicating the eye gnat.
My opinion is that we put the money and effort we are spending in developing this ordinance into
further research for effective and organic control measures and abandon the proposed ordinance. It is
also very necessary to study the effects that pesticides would have on the environment and community
before implementing something as drastic as the proposed Ordinance. It is obvious the farmer is
willing to work with the researcher and has taken the residents' concerns seriously or he would not be
spending his profits on 2000+ traps and a silt fencing, not to mention all the time, energy and money
attending these meetings and supporting this cause. —




e |

However, the residents should also make a matching effort. The woman sitting next to me at the
meeting said she did not want to use the traps because they were “an eye sore” clearly indicating her
preference for attractiveness over effectiveness. If the residents are serious about controlling and
eventually ridding themselves of eye gnats, this has to be a partnership between the farmer and the
community. It is obvious that the farmer is making a tremendous effort on his part and I'd like to see
the complaining residents do the same.

It is a waste of taxpayer money and government resources to create an enforcement tool for someone
-willing to work with the community. Mr. Miller even himself admitted, “There is no solution at this
point. No plan in place.” This tells me we are not at a point of being able to produce a document that
can be used as an effective tool. We need to focus on the research first, give the farmer an opportunity
to pursue the methods he has put into place and see where we stand in two years time, reassessing the
need for an ordinance at that time, if at all.

Conhint

Regards,
Sheri Mayer
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From: J McClure [mc008@pacbell.net]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 7:57 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: : Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sdcounty.ca.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program-Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller,

I am concerned and confused by the county‘s actions on the eye gnat
program. I don't believe that an ordinance is needed. Once in place
there is always the risk that it will be implemented to satisfy
understandably frustrated area residents. This is a situation where a
calm, rational, step by step approach is needed to find a long term
resolution that benefits all parties involved. An ordinance that is
adopted without a careful review does not quality as a rational step by
step approach. :

The eye gnat problem is complex and requires a careful, multi pronged
approach. I am sure area residents want a faster and simpler solution
but that would not be in their best interests. My research on the eyE-'—W
gnat problem suggests that use of pesticides has not been effective in
other communities in California and other methods such as those already
started by Be Wise Ranch are the best way to control (not eliminate ZZ
since that is not possible) the eye gnat population. Repeated use of
pesticides would be needed to attempt to control the eye gnat population
and is is likely that the eye gnats will develop resistance to the
pesticides. We would be left with the negative effects and out of ———
~control levels of eye gnats. If there is any possibility that synthetic
pesticides will be used under a county mandate, and it appears there is
that possibility, then a full environmental review is needed and all 25
citizens provided with the results of that review before the program and
ordinance are adopted.

I am a customer of Be Wise Ranch. They provide our family with
beautiful fruit and produce every week at a price that compares to
buying non organic produce in major supermarkets. By buying from Be
Wise we spend our dollars locally and taxes are paid to local
government. Be Wise Ranch should be a source of pride for the city and
county of San Diego and all efforts made to assure that the county and
city programs give formal and careful consideration into the potential L*
.environmental effects of the ordinance.

I am also a nurse and an epidemiologist. We have a long history in this
country of failing to consider the health and environmental effects of
the use of synthetic chemicals to solve problems. We can learn from our
past and move toward control of pests using methods that do not harm our
health and environment but not if we act in haste to satisfy
understandably upset fellow citizens. We can learn from the past and not
enact regulations that can be misused despite the best intentions of
those who wrote the regulations.

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter and include it in your
considerations, ——




Jan McClure RN Ph.D.
Cardiff, Ca. 92007
760-942-2630
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From: vance mcclure [bud.mcclure@pacbell.net]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 9:44 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: _ Cox, Greg; Slater,.Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;

Steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupen/isor.com

Via E-mail: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

6/17/2012

Jack Miller )
Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller,

I am a physical chemist with extensive experience in water and air
pollution. I am writing to express my concern that a full environmental
impact report is not being implemented before adopting the eye gnat ﬁ;
ordinance. The impact of an ordinance that opens the possibility of

mandatory use of synthetic pesticides in an area that has been farmed
organically since the mid 1970’s and an area of multiple protected
species, requires careful and full consideration before any further
action.

My research into this problem suggests that eye gnats are best
controlled with a multiple non synthetic pesticide methods that decrease
their population. I have contacted Be Wise Ranch and they are
implementing these solutions. They report a decrease in the eye gnat
population. What is the need in adding yet another ordinance, and
indeed one that could be misused in the future to mandate the use of 21
non-organic methods despite current assurances otherwise?

Too often the environmental effects of our actions have not been
considered until the damage is done. We have learned this lesson but
need to put it into practice.

Respectfully,
Vance E. McClure Ph.D.

2174 Cambridge Av —
Cardiff CA 92007

Cc: .

Supervisor Greg Cox - greg.cox@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Pam Slater-Price - pam.slater@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Ron Roberts - ron-roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Dianne Jacob - dianne.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Bill Horn - bill.horn@sdcounty.ca.gov
Councilman Carl DeMaio - carldemaio@sandiego.gov

Steve Danon - Steve@stevedanon.com

Dave Roberts - campaign@daverobertsforsupen/isor.com
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From: Mark Wallbridge [markw11@san.rr.com]

Sent: Friday, June 15, 2012 6:18 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: request of full envirommental impact report on eye gnats ordinance and program

To Whom it may concern,

I oppose the negative declaration, and am requesting a full
environmental report for the San Diego County Eye Gnat ordinance and

program. ’ , 1

As a home owner in San Diego County that completely relies. on Be Wise
Organic ranch to provide my family with fresh, organic produce. I am
appalled that county health officials would even consider hiring a
firm to spray toxins on an organic farm, (or anything else for that
matter) because of a fly which is a nuisance? How does this affect
public health?(spraying toxins)

You are willing to strip the "organic" status from a farm that has
been organic since the '70's. Please consider the other means of
capturing these fly's, like implementing traps, promoting
biodiversity, and removing monocultures.

Chemicals only puts a band-aid over the problem, and if chemicals are
used over time the gnats will build up a tolerance for the pesticide.

|
- W N

Please think about the health of your family and friends, and how tE
program could affect them.

Sincerely, Mark Wallbridge
858-699-0226
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From: elsaturnino@gmail.com

Sent: Friday, June 15, 2012 6:41 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Oppose the Negative Declaration and Request a full Environmenta! Impact Report for the

San Diego proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program!

Saturnino Garcia
3355 Lebon Dr. Apt 302
San Diego, CA 92122-5203

June 15, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5579 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Jack Miller:

As a member of the Be Wise Ranch community supported agriculture program, ‘
I am asking that you prepare a full Environment Impact Report for the
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. ’

Organic farming is better for our environment and our community. The

negative declaration will cause drastic and unneeded damage to organic
farmers in San Diego. Considering the rough economic times we face, we
cannot afford to risk putting farmers out of business because of a few
complaints from neighbors. There are many potential solutions to the eye 2_
gnat problems; more time is needed to thoroughly explore these solutions.

Sincerely,

Saturnino Garcia
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From: savolkhov@aol.com
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 5:09 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; sandra@bewiseranch.com

Re: "I was recently notified by the San Diego County Department Of Environmental Health
along with The County Board of Supervisors that they are proposing to adopt a Negative
Declaration and bypass a full environmental impact study. We believe that the Negative
Declaration is inadequate and provides almost no analysis of important environmental impacts

that would be caused should this Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance be placed in effect.”

We too believe that given the importance of this issue, and the beneficial and
positive role that Bewise Ranch plays in our county, and the impact of the
proposed program and ordinance, in all fairness the full Environmental Impact
study should be made. We have read the newspaper reports and think the
complexity of the issue and the seemingly conflicting needs of the parties
involved require as much in depth information as possible in order to determine
an amicable settlement and solution that will work for all.

Sincerely yours, with thanks,

Stephanie Freeman and Yvonne Courtenaye Brown
7428 Cuvier Street

La Jolla CA 92037

(619)417-2969

Keep calm and carry on.
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From: Carleen HUNTER [vistahunters@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 6:05 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; Slater, Pam; Jacob,
Dianne; Horn, Bill; Cox, Greg; Roberts, Ron; carldemaio@sandiego.gov

Subject: eye gnat program and ordinance - negative declaration

Dear Mr. Miller,

. S |
| am appalled to find out that the County Board of Supervisors are willing to even consider bypassing an Environmental
Impact Study of the eye gnat issue to allow spraying of pesticides on the organic farmland of the San. Pasqual Valley.

We are members of the Be Wise CSA as are thousands of other families in San Diego County who depend on organic
produce to feed our families. Tens of thousands more are able to purchase this produce in their local stores. Spraying
pesticides will destroy organic farming in this area of San Diego County and will impact the entire food chain in that area
-as well as the water table.

S——
If people are bothered by eye gnats there are other options. They can very inexpensively make and use traps on their
property. The San Pasqual Valley is an agricuitural preserve and spraying these poisons will not only render this farmland
unusable for organic farming but will pollute the water table and affect everything in that area.

S
The reason that the Environmental Impact Study process exists is to prevent this kind of action from happening without a
full understanding of the impact of such actions.

Our environment as a whole has been over-burdened by toxic substances and it is becoming more difficult for families to
find sources of healthy foods for their families. Our food supply is vastly more important than the comfort of golfers.

Please use your influence to force the County Board of Supervisors to act responsibly not only as a steward to the
environment in San Diego County but to the overall health of your constituents. The Negative Declaration is an
irresponsible action.

Sincerely,
Carleen Hunter
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From: Tiffany Altmann [ctiffgo@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 6:39 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Be Wise Ranch

To:

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave, Suit 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr. Miller, '
This email serves as a request for a complete and thorough Environmental Impact/Assessment Report regarding San
Diego County's Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The use of chemicals in an environment must be fully investigated
prior to use. As an individual paid by tax payer dollars, it is your obligation to the citizens of San Diego as a member of
the health department to fully assess the impacts of chemicals PRIOR to use.

—
As a chemist and an organic produce supporter, | urge you to look into alternative methods to chemical pesticides,
especially in an area that includes endangered species and organic food production. It would be irresponsible to do
. otherwise.

Thank you for your time and do diligence on this matter.

Kind Regards,

Tiffany
Member of Be Wise Ranch
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From: Mark Mealy [mealy52@yahoo.com]
‘Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 7:04 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Linda Mealy
Subject: Additional foliow up

Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

It is my understanding that the San Diego County Department Of Environment and The County
Board of Supervisors are proposing to adopt a Negative Declaration and bypass a full environmental |
impact study. | believe that the Negative Declaration is inadequate and provides almost no analysis
of important environmental impacts that would be caused should this Eye Gnat Program and
Ordinance be placed in effect.| have supported Be Wise ranches mission of organic sustainable
farming for many years to mitigate environmental impact on our local surroundings. | urge you to do a
full environmental impact study so you will have all the facts to make a good decision. '

"Tthe ordering of spraying chemical pesticides on organic farm land in the San Pasquat Valley or
anywhere in San Diego County could have a negative impact on the organic farming and jobs in
North County.

Kind regards,
Mark Mealy

760-822-1952
Encinitas, CA

Mark Mealy
760-822-1952 Cell
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From: Darlene Kanzler [dar.kanzler@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 7:37 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Be Wise Ranch allow ful lenvironmental impact report

An— .

Dear Mr. Miller,

I am writing to urge you to please allow the full environmental impact
report to go forward for Be Wise Ranch. The future of organics in our
county, state and country needs to be sustained as a matter of food
security and environmental stewardship. The science has been proven
to solve this issue in a way that does not violate the rules governing
organic food.

pras—— |
Thank you for your consideration,
Darlene Kanzler
1606 Debann Road
Cardiff by the Sea, CA
92007
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From: Linda Weber [lindahomeemail@yahoo.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 7:38 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Ron-Roberts; lindahomeemail@yahoo.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

To: Mr. Jack Miller
Dept. of Environmental Health
San Diego, CA

Dear Mr. Miller- : —_
I am writing to request a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of
pesticides on the organic produce grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic
status and an end to the healthy, pesticide-free produce the farm provides to me and my family. Be Wise Ranch
was the first - and for many years the only - Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) program in the County. |
have been a Be Wise member for 21 years. For all this time Be Wise has provided fresh fruits and vegetables at
a pick-up site in my Point Loma neighborhood at a price lower than the cost of organic produce in grocery
stores and markets.

The spraying of pesticides in the San Pasqual Valley will not only put an end to Be Wise Organic Produce, it
will also impact the land, plants and animals of the area. Be Wise Ranch's organic farming methods are _
sustainable agriculture. Sustainable agriculture is good for the environment. The use of natural methods to grow
crops and pests keeps pesitcides out of our local food chain. It maintains the local ecosystem, which supports
endangered species like the Arroyo Toad and California Gnatcatcher.

A full Environmental Impact Report is needed to examine the extensive impact of the spraying of pesticides in
the San Pasqual Valley as opposed to natural methods of gnat control. As a County, we need to be finding ways
to reduce the use of pesticides and herbicides, not increase them. Please do the right thing and work with Be__
Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you.

Linda Weber

3429 Yonge St.

San Diego, CA, 92106
lindahomeemail@yahoo.com
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From: Gerald Bischoff [cgbischoff@att.net]

Sent: : Saturday, June 16, 2012 8:09 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;

steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com;
sandra@bewiseranch.com
Subject: Be Wise Ranch EIR

Dear Mr. Miller,

We are writing to request that a full EIR be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared appears to be inadequate in that it provides almost no
meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance. Allowing the
proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of non organic and toxic pesticides on
the organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. This would mean the end of organic farming for Be Wise
Ranch.

My wife and I have been consuming produce from Be Wise for some 20 years. We feel that the organic
produce has enriched our bodies, and given us the very best of nourishment. We cannot believe that the County
would jeopardize the existence of Be Wise Ranch.

Again, if the Negative Declaration would allow the spraying non organic and toxic pesticides on the
organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch, then, we are strongly in favor of a full EIR.

To shut down a twenty some odd year business and deprive thousands of people,locally and across our country,
of organic produce, would be the greatest abuse of authority. We believe a full Environmental Impact report
will significantly make this fact paramount.

The impact of Be Wise Ranch having to cease organic farming because of a County ordinance to control eye
gnats by the use of non organic and toxic pesticides would be tantamount to throwing the baby out with the bath
water. Be Wise Ranch is vital to the thousands of people depending on its life giving organic produce.
Anvthing less is just not acceptable. '

Sincerely,

Patricia Bischoff, and

Gerald Bischoff, Retired County Employee
6349 Bunche Way

San Diego, CA

92122
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"~ From: bgilwee@cox.net
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 8:40 PM
To: . LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Negative Declaration

Answer one question. How long will you wait, after you have been told you or a family member
has cancer, will you stop eating pesticides?

A Negative Declaration is wrong, and everyone involved knows it.

Brian Gilwee
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From: GREG CURRAN [gregcurran@sbcglobal.net]}
Sent: Friday, June 01, 2012 6:21 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: * Bill Pape

Subject: Ordinance Amendment - Eye Gnat Program

pPlease note that I am a resident of Jacumba, CA and am opposed to the proposed amendment
'Title 6 relating to vector control” It is to vague as to what constitutes "lLast Resort”. I
am all for combating/addressing the Eye Gnat problem using natural and other methods of
control but having an amendment that sounds like your leaving it wide open for interpretation
of what last resort is. I'm opposed to using any of the 5 toxic substances mentioned as
"conventional pesticides”. Organic farming should be just that, no harmful chemicals. We
really do not know what the long term side effects are and I would like to see our community
be as green & clean as possible.

Thank you for your consideration. —

Greg A. Curran
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From: Lock, Patrice [plock@ucsd.edu]

Sent: Friday, May 25, 2012 8:26 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Please don't RUIN Organic Farming in San Diego County

Gentlemen,

—
OK, honestly, what part of “organic” farming do you not understand? How can this: However, under this program DEH
could only require the use of five conventional pesticides possibly result in an ORGANIC farm?! I am strongly opposed
to this measure as presented. | cannot believe you really want to endanger organic farming in San Diego in this manner!
Please, at very least, give the traps and other measures a chance to work {remember this takes TIME and will require the
courage on your part to preach patience!lll} before moving to anything this drastic.

Patrice M Lock
Office of Research Affairs — Administration
858-822-3439
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kai [kai@wigglefish.com]
Saturday, June 16, 2012 7:18 PM
LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

eye gnat
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From: John Mcdonald [paulamcd@cox.net]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 9:15 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandigo.gov
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative :

I can remember when organic produce was ugly, worm-eaten, and unappetizing. We were told that this is what we get
when farmers don’t use pesticides. It took a few years, but we now get beautiful, healthy, tasty veggies and fruit, thanks
to the ingenuity of our organic farmers. They are problem solvers. | beg you to give them the chance to solve the eye
gnat problem without poisoning the environment and living creatures. Organic farmers are among the vanguard trying
to protect our environment, they need support, not opposition. | hope you will consider the long term health and
welfare of the people of San Diego County when making this critical decision, not just vote for a quick fix. Sincerely,
Paula McDonald
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From: Cindy Tozer [cindy.tozer@yahoo.com]
Sent: _ Saturday, June 16, 2012 9:22 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: No Pesticides Please

PESTICIDES! That's a big step backwards. Please, no pesticides.

I'm trying to eat a healthy diet of vegetables/fruits that are free of these potentially carcinogenic
chemicals.

I love my organic box of LOCAL produce every week and want to support increased growth in the
organic agricultural business in San Diego County.

Thank you for consideration of this matter.

Cynthia Tozer

10912 Evening Creek Dr. 92128
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From: Clayton Haven [claytonhaven@cox.net]
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 9:48 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: eye gnats

How in the world can we possibly hope for a saner world when we seek
to sanitize our properly rural space. Is there a used car dealer out
there, or perhaps a banker who chooses to alter the countryside to
fit his/her city habits? Those of us who understand the need for
healthy food must take a back seat to cancerous sprawl. A pox, or
at least an eye gnat to their house. Clayton Haven
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From: Susan Matthews [smatthews23@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 10:33 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bili;

car!demalo@sandlego gov; steve@stevedanon. com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Be Wise Ranch and the eye gnat ordinance

—

I am writing to request that you support Be Wise Ranch and allow time
for a full environmental impact report to be completed. I am
~extremely concerned about pesticides being sprayed on our food. :L‘
Especially the food I feed my young children. And I am concerned

about the effects on our eco-system. We need to focus on all working
together on a pesticide-free alternative for Be Wise Ranch.

Thank you in advance for your support!
- Susan Matthews

San Diego resident
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From: Sarah Wong [Sarah.wong@méillcom]

Sent: ' Sunday, June 17, 2012 1:00 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Jacob, Dianne; Roberts, Ron; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Jack Miller,

I am writing again to ask you to reconsider this action proposed under the negative declaration on the Eye Gnat

issue. There must be a negative impact on the environment under the proposed actions to utilize chemical spray to
control the gnat. Has your department considered the ill-effects that spraying will cause to the environment, the
habitat and the health of our people in the area? Has there been any study performed to fully understand the
repurcussions of the declaration?

In_my search to see the effectiveness of controlling the eye gnat, spraying is only a temporary relief and the insect life
cycle is such that they will repopulate. So fighting it with poison will in turn only cause us to poison other plants and
animals in the area. Additionally, as we have seen with pesticides in general, they are known to cause health —
problems. This is the reason that in the past decade, I have slowly incorporated and switched my family's diet to
eating foods sourced primarily from organic farms. Our county is privileged to have such farms in the area. These
farms have done an excellent job in providing my family with fresh fruits and vegetables and commited to keeping our
community healthy.

Please allow our family to have the option to obtain organic food locally. Our family's commitment is to try to eat as
much local and organic food as possible so as to reduce environmental impact of transportation. Additionally, we
benefit from eating fresher produce that is -more nutritious. I have a four year old boy who has always known that we
pick up grocery boxes, not just from stores, but also from a farm drop off point. Because of this extra special trip, he
enjoys a variety of frunts and vegetables, much more than any other four year I have known. He is dairy intolerant so
I am not able to give him milk and have been successfully replacing his calcium needs by eating more green
vegetables. I have a daughter who is six months old. She is being introduced to solid foods and having an organic
farm provides her the opportunity to develop young brain with food free of pesticide and chemical fertilizers. There
are parents in this community who want to raise chlldren who are not ADHD, or grow up to be adults with diabetes
and other life threatening diseases.

I am pleading with you, this issue is of utmost importance to me and my family. Having these farms also allows local
grocery stores to provide organic produce at a much more reasonable price. I know you will find that a growing
number of San Diegans who are interested in keeping our organic farms around. Your policy will force these farms to
loose their organic status. In addition to the organic farm issue, I am also very concerned about the delicate habitat
in the area that will be affected. Please stop the spraying. Find an alternative solution. I know the farms are working
on alternative solutions. Allow them time to work it through. They are commited to making this work. Please put
your resources to alternative solutions.

Regards,

Sarah Wong.



A.5H

From: Bonnie Wren {socalbonnie@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 6:03 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat _

Subject: Attn: Jack Miller - Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am writing regarding the Proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and BeWise
Ranch. I respectfully request that the Department of Environmental
Health prepare a full Environmental Impact Report before it tries to
destroy San Diego County's oldest and best organic farm.

Sammnuy
It is extremely short-sighted to force the application of pesticides
before exhausting all other alternatives in resolving the eye gnat
problem.Such a move will seriously damage a locally-owned, San Diego
County business that not only provides welcome sales tax revenue, but
which has responded to the county's voracious demand for locally-grown
food. '

Getting an organic certification is so costly and time-consuming that
many smaller farms with which I do business are giving up the
certification process. The villains are typically big food
corporations, and yet San Diego County seems determined to join the
ranks of those "Big Food"” lobbyists.

Think of the shameful and narrow-minded legacy your administration
will leave: that of a persistent determination to destroy sources of
wholesome produce when the entire country is turning to small farms to
improve our food quality.

Is San Diego trying to push all organic farming operations out of this
county? How can small, non corporate farms like BeWise survive while
we try to poison them?

I ask you to please consider the Negative Declaration as inadequate
and work instead to find a non-pesticide alternative.

Sincerely,
Bonnie Wren

3342 Camino Coronado
Carlsbad, CA 92069
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From: Stephanie Cauchon [scauchoned@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 6:32 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; cartdemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: No on proposed eye gnat ordinance

—

I request that the county not implement the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program, and conduct a full EIR|
The notice of the ordinance that I recetved from the county at first review appeared reasonable, but on closer
inspection I found that it would still open the door to spraying of pesticides on organic farms. At this point this
1s not an acceptable alternative, as it threatens the viability of organic farming in San Diego County.

I have been a customer of Be Wise Ranch for 20 years, spurred by my concern for the environment and
sustainable farming methods. Be Wise has been a pioneer that has fostered the growth of organic farming and
CSA’s in San Diego in recent years.

My family owns land in Campo. My daughter is considering ranching organically on the property. Please
‘support this important economic sector and direct county staff to work with Be Wise and other farms to find

ways to control the gnats that are in harmony with sustainable organic farming practices.

Stephanie Cauchon

phone 619.884.9265
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From: Jayne Kuhiman [jayne.wow@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 7:26 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: support for Be Wise Ranch

This letter is written to support Be Wise Ranch and organic farming. : —

Please undertake a full-blown Environmental Impact Report before you start telling Be Wise how to run its
business. A small group of newcomers to San Pascual Valley should not dictate county farm policy.

I received a copy of the letter showing the intent to issue a "Negative Declaration". Ireally must comment on
the obtuse language in this information letter. Iam a teacher and I could not understand this letter. My
daughter (MA in Environmental Science) could not understand it either. Nor did her PhD husband. Plain
English please. —_—

Jayne Kuhlman
4435 Osprey
San Diego, CA 92107
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From: Joshua Goldman [jjgold1@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 8:57 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Organics

Please ensure us organic consumers of local produce and strong CSA advocates are considered in the upcoming
rule making.

Lo |
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From: Susan Engel [drsuzg@mac.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 10:04 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnats —

I request a full environmental impact report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program.

I am a Be Wise Ranch CSA member.

Signed,

Susan Heiman Engel



Judy Botello
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From: Judy Botello [jbotello1@gmail.com]
Sent: ' Sunday, June 17, 2012 11:57 AM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill;
: carldemaio@sdcounty.ca.gov; steve@stevedanon.com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: eye gnat ordinance and program, negative declaration

June 17,2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave. Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr. Miller:

[ am writing because of my concern regarding the county’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. Let me
state that I am not only a happy member of Be Wise Ranch’s Community Supported Agriculture program
(CSA), but I am also a resident of Sonata in Escondido, one of the hardest-hit communities by the eye gnat
nuisance. Therefore, I have a special interest in a balanced approach to meeting this challenge—one that will
result in a win-win situation for both sides.

In fact, it is unfortunate that we even have to speak of “sides” in this matter. Be Wise’s farmer, Bill Brammer,
has proven himself to be a good neighbor, taking very seriously the concerns of Sonata and other affected
communities. And most of my Sonata neighbors have proven themselves to hold reasonable attitudes regarding
solutions to the problem that are not so extreme as to destroy one of the jewels of San Diego County—the
beautiful San Pasqual Valley.

Under the guidance of the county’s entomologist, Mr. Brammer has already installed numerous eye gnat traps
around his farm and on the properties of some of the local residents. These traps have, so far, been very
effective; we have noticed a marked decrease in the eye gnat population compared to recent years. Like most
natural processes, the control of eye gnats will take time to be fully effective.

The Department of Environmental Health is charged with the health of our environment, obviously. It’s hard to
see how opening the door to the spraying of inorganic pesticides could possibly be a move that would improve
the health of our environment! Far more is at stake than the future of Be Wise Ranch, although that alone is
worth fighting to save. But the San Pasqual Valley is home to numerous birds, mammals, and reptiles that make
our county such a special place to live. Losing one of our most successful organic farms would be a tragedy;
losing or depleting our local fauna would be a disaster.

Please consider a balanced approach to this eye gnat issue. There is still time for a win-win solution; in fact, it is
already in process. Let us learn from past mistakes, and avoid the unintended consequences of extreme
measures! '

Thanks for your attention.

Sincerely,
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From: Sheila Murdock [the_murdocks2004@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 12:25 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Ccr Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; Steve@stevedanon.com; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron

Subject: SERIOUS CONCERN about the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

June 17, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Email: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Dear Mr. Miller,
—

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides
(Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, Cyfluthrm) on the organic crops grown at Be
Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status, and end to the healthy, <
fresh produce the farm provides me and my family, and a loss of productive organic farmland.

Wouldn't this be counter-intuitive to the County's Public Health Services' mission of: "Protect
and enhance the health of the community by promoting health, preventing disease, and
communicating public health information." as the ordinance and program seriously hinders the
healthful impact of Be Wise Ranch's organic produce on voting residents and their families? T am
emphatically requesting that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is
madequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that
will be caused by the ordinance.

Spraying pesticides would change the nature of farming in this area and allow pesticides to enter

the food chain of the animals in the area. Your environmental document gives no analysis to these
~ impacts. [ am concerned about the health of my family and the local ecosystem, and I really want to
know what these impacts will be.

I am currently a dedicated consumer of the Be Wise Ranch's produce through Jimbo's...Naturally
grocery stores, which provides fresh vegetables to me. I drive out of my way, bypassing large
grocery-chain stores, to go to mylocal Jimbo's for Be Wise's offerings. The ordinance will impac
Jimbo's business as well, and I fear you will start an unforeseen, negative chain-reaction among
other local businesses., too.




- Would the County please wait to see the results of what Be Wise Ranch is doing before enacting
ore regulations that hurt our lgcal businesses?

Please consider the significant impacts to the health of my family, our families, and San Diego
businesses that will be created by your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise

Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.
Thank you,

Sheila Murdock

Resident, Parent, Community Activist
& a registered San Diego County P&R Volunteer

Ce:
Supervisor Greg Cox — greg.cox@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Pam Slater-Price - pam.slater@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Ron Roberts — ron.roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Dianne Jacob — Dianne.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Bill Hom — bilLhom@sdcounty.ca.gov
Councilman Carl DeMaio — carldemaio@sandiego.gov
Steve Danon — Steve@stevedanon.com

ave Roberts — campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Sheila M.
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From: Diana Robinson [diana@RFG-inc.net]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 1:08 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Gnat spray

Sent from my iPhone

IMPORTANT: Securities offered through Madison Avenue Securities, Inc. Member FINRA/SIPC. Any
information contained in this communication is intended for the use of the named individual

or entity. If you are not an intended party to this communication, please notify the sender

and delete/destroy any and all copies of this communication. Unintended recipients shall not
review, reproduce, disseminate nor disclose any information contained in this communication.

.—-J
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From: Laura Glusha [artsonstone@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 1:36 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller, ———
When I first read of the negative ordinance regarding the eye gnat problem at Be Wise Ranch in Escondido, I
was infuriated. However, I did not hear an outcry from organic farming supporters, so I thought I possibly
misunderstood the negative ordinance.

Now I know I was correct in my original anger.

Organic food to me is life itself. I am now 90 years old and a productive member of our society because
of organic food. Ihave had major health problems my entire life and only when I was able, about 40 years ago,
to go on an entirely organic diet, did my health finally return.

I buy the produce of Be Wise Ranch at Jimbo's in Escondido, and have done so since the opening of the store.

The idea that one person in government, The Director of Vector Control, because of a neighbor's
complaints, can order poisonous sprays on a wonderfully run organic farrm which would take away their
organic status, is beyond belief. Poisonous sprays will also endanger the health of endangered and threatened -
species in the San Pasqual Valley. '

As a taxpayer and a very involved citizen of this county I ask, why is this ordinance being rushed without a full
Environmental Impact report?

The organic farmers are participating in legitimate, scientific research to mitigate the problem and are
assembling the necessary traps to implement proven measures to control eye gnat populations. Eye gnats at the
golf course are way down from a couple of years ago so it seems like what Be Wise is doing 1s working.

I ask you to please reconsider the negative declaration and instead have a full Environmental Impact Report.
Do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide free alternative to the ordinance. -

‘Thank you.

Laura Glusha
6 Larry Lane
Escondido, CA92025
760 480 0844



Gregory Hall
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From: ghall92078@yahoo.com

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 1:46 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: The food my family eats

Gregory Hall
1538 Brighton Glen Rd
San Marcos, CA 92078-54%94

June 17, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Jack Miller:

—_
Every week, I buy as much local produce from San Diego County organic
farms as I can. Eating local organic produce is important to me for
health reasons, and important to me because I want my dollars to support
local businesses. Every Saturday I shop at the Vista farmer's market in
the morning, and Jimbo's grocery store in the afternoon.

I count Be Wise ranch to be my leading source of local, organic, healthy
produce. My family eats lots of strawberries, carrots, squashes, greens,
etc. from Be Wise. '

So I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be
prepared for San Diego County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program.

The Negative Declaration that was prepared is simply inadequate. It
provides almost no analysis of important environmental impacts that will
be caused by the ordinance.

—
The proposed ordinance is likely to result in the spraying of pesticides
on the organic crops grown at the Be Wise ranch and other organic farms.
This will mean the loss of organic status for these farms, an end to the
local, healthy, fresh produce the farms provide, and a loss of productive
organic farmland. ‘

I will continue to buy organic -- but that means my dollars will be sent
outside San Diego County.

Please do the right thing for your constituents and for our local
agricultural businesses and economy. Please work with organic farmers on
a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Sincerely,
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From: Jeff Skeith [jskeith1@san.rr.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 3:09 PM _
To: . LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron; Jacob, Dianne; Jacob, Dianne;

Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov; Steve@stevedanon.com:
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

" Dear Mr. Miller,
Albert Einstein stated, "condemnation without investigation is the
height of ignorance.” 1I'm not trying to insult anyone here, rather, I'm
trying to. put into focus that taking action without proper investigation
is how bad decisions come about. Einstein was a pretty bright guy who
understood this principle, but the principle stands on its own even
without Einstein's quote.

Our society is saturated with pesticide. It is becoming saturated with
pesticide resistant weeds. Sustainable, non toxic farms keep the
community healthy and reduce health care costs. If Be Wise Ranch is
causing an additional problem that never occurred in the past, then Be
Wise should be given adequate opportunity to minimize that problem.

Some level of gnats are going to exist in rural areas, though, so we {l,
need some sense of reason applied here and my hope is that this comes
from the elected decision makers without any rash judgments.

The convenience of golfers who demand a low gnat or gnat free rural
environment need to be balanced against the desires of people to feed
their children food without pesticide in it. There is a reason that
rates of chronic illness are skyrocketing, and I'd love to see all the
research you have that a steady diet of. pesticides plays no role-at all.

As I understand it, the gnat problem is getting better over time. Why
not let that process play out over more time?

While you are at it, please do what you can to stop putting toxic waste
in the water since the EPA opposes it due to multiple studies that show
it harms theé brain and body over time and they question whether there
are any scientifically proven benefits at all. The CDC admits there is
no science supporting significant benefits for children ©-6 months, but
there are health detriments. '

WHY EPA HEADQUARTERS UNION OF SCIENTISTS OPPOSES FLUORIDATION

http://www.nteu280.org/Issues/Fluoride/NTEU288-Fluoride.htm 2
CDC response on fluoride and infants 5/12

http://dougcragoe.webs.com/apps/documents/

http://dougcragoe.webs.com/documents/CDC%20response%20on%
20infants-fluorosis%205-12.pdf

"The Institute of Medicine *IOM) has concluded that fluoride intake from
human milk (©.01 mg/d) is adequate for infants aged ©-6 months because

1



risk of tooth decay DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE SIGNIFICANTLY DECREASE.™"
~CDC Response to Barbara Boxer, May 15, 2012

That's the CDC's response to "The Honorable Barbara Boxer."” The €DC
refused to respond when a citizen asked the question directly -
apparently, citizens aren’'t worth the effort anymore.

Why would people in positions of power use small children as toxic waste
(typically low dose toxic waster, but the dosage is not controlled)
filters when the Institute of Medicine can't cite a single study showing
a significant benefit to tooth decay prevention and the EPA scientists,
the very people who are supposed to make these kinds of recommendations,
oppose it?

I know you can find some claimed "expert" to hide behind in order to
continue using vulnerable children as toxic waste filters if you so
choose, but what they apparently can't do is provide the IOM data that
shows an increase in tooth decay protection for children 8-6 months.

Thank you for your consideration on both issues at hand. Any help you
can provide to help people detoxify from pesticides and industrial waste

products is greatly appreciated.

a————

Kind regards,

Jeff Skeith

VA

continued
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From: Jim Conwel! [jconwell@san.rr.com]

Sent: A Sunday, June 17, 2012 4:44 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat :

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill: carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance

JAMES L. CONWELL
1927 F Avenue
Coronade, CA 92118

June 17, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr. Miller:

| am writing concerning the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. I understand that a negative declaration was prepared and
| am concerned that it provides little meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the
ordinance. '

| have been a member of the Be Wise Ranch Community Supported Agriculture program for a number of years and |
enjoy the variety of fresh healthful produce that | receive from them. My son is also an organic farmer in the Central
Valley, so | understand the myriad of governmental agencies and regulations that he must deal with on a daily basis in
running his small farm. | am very concerned that the proposed ordinance will give the County the authority to order the
spraying of various pesticides, including Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfiuthrin at Be Wise
Ranch. f such chemicals are used there, it will mean the end of their status as an organic farm as well as a loss to me
“and my family of healthful fruits and vegetables.

Another issue about the proposed ordinance that concerns me is that while it gives the County the power to order
spraying of non-organic chemicals, it does not address the impact to the plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley.
The Valley is a San Diego open space park and agricultural preserve, supporting various endangered and threatened
species, including the Arroyo Toad, the Least Bell's Vireo, and the California Gnatcatcher. | believe that the Be Wise
Ranch’s use of organic farming methods is in harmony with protecting these species. Your document does not address
how these species will be impacted or what the impact would be on farming in the area should the use of these pesticides
be permitted.

| implore you to reconsider the negative declaration and instead require that a full Environmental Impact Report be
prepared. By doing so, the full impact of the ordnance can be documented and all inputs can be taken into account. |
believe that a solution can be found that will satisfy the needs of all concerned, so please do not rush the process and
consider ordering the full Environmental Impact Report. '

Sincerely,

James L. Conwell
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From: Craig Ditzler [ditzlerchiro@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 4:44 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Please do not spray p'esticides on our food.

Craig A. Ditzler D.C. _]_
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From: Nancy Bensimon [sewcrazynancy@me.com]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 6:30 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: spraying organic farms

Dear County Supervisors, PLEASE do not spray our organic farms like Be Wise Ranch. This is
the 3rd time I have had to write to you folks as you reconsider this issue. THe ISSUE remains
the same, those of us who purchase organic produce from Be Wise Ranch do not want pesticides
sprayed anywhere near the food we eat! The issue is the same over and over, so why do you
keep reconsidering it? Please do not try to solve the problem of the gnat by killing our food
source! T repeat..... organic farms like Be Wise are critically important in supplying top
quality produce to private customers, at Jimbo's and Whole Foods. Thanks for listening. Nancy
Bensimon
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From: Brina-Rae Schuchman [womenact@cox.net]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 10:21 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: . womenact@cox.net

Subject: Eyegnats solution

To all who are searching for solutions to the EyeGnat problem in San Diego ---\

Please help solve the Eyegnat problem without killing organic farming in San Diego .
That is so important.

Please fry every way to work through this, so the Eyegnats are more controlled and
the farms are protected. |

We need clean land so we can have healthy food.

Thank you,

Brina-Rae Schuchman and family
San Diego County citizen and

Be Wise Ranch food buyer.
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From: CYNTHIA MALEY [cmaley@cox.net]
Sent: Sunday, June 17, 2012 10:24 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: RE: Eye Gnat Oridiancne and Program

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am writing to request a full Environmental Impact report be prepared for the county’s
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance Program. The Negative Declaration did not provide meaningful
analysis of the impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

I do not the county to order the spraying of pesticides o the organic crops I depend on from
the Be Wise Ranch. I am a current member of the the Be Wise Ranch CSA which provides fresh
produce to me.

I am concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact plants and animals in the San
Pasqual Valley. Your document looks at a lot of County polices, but the impacts of the Be
Wise Ranch and the the Valley are in the city of San diego. I do not believe that the county
has give the Be Wise ranch the opportunity to use natural methods to control the pests.
Spraying pesticides would allow pesticides to enter into my food chain.

Why is the county rushing this ordinance? Eye gnat populations at the golf course are down.

—

Why won't the county give the Be Wise Ranch more time to use a pesticide-free alternative to

this ordinance.

Thank you,
Cynthia Maley
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From: Megan Werland [meganwerland@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 6:10 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat »
Subject: Be Wise Ranch Environmental Impact Report

To Whom it May Concern,

I'am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County’s Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program. The Negative Declaration that is being proposed is inadequate and does not provide proper analysis of the
entire situation.

We are fortunate in San Diego to have organic farmers operating in our region, so we should do all that we can to
properly assess what is going on. Of course, the residents deserve to have their voices heard, but spraying chemicals on
nearby crops won’t help the crops and it won’t help the residents. You may not know much about organic farming, but
a huge component of it involves sustainability of the environment, which will benefit all residents of San Diego. This
involves eliminating harmful toxic chemicals from our food, soil, air, and water supply. Please do not allow this to
become a political issue. Make the right decision and enact a full Environmental Impact Report.

Thank you for your time,

Megan and James Werland —
2835 Via Viejas Oeste

Alpine, CA 91901
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From: Lock, Patrice [plock@ucsd.edu]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 7:46 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Full Environment Impact Study, please! - NO pesticides on organic farms!

I do not approve of bypassing the full environmental impact phase in order to force organic farms to spray “just a few”
pesticides to prevent eye gnats. ANY pesticide voids an organic farm. You cannot possibly want the negative publicity
this will bring... AT VERY LEAST, go through the entire environmental impact study process. Do not be railroaded into
ruining organic farming in a large part of San Diego County for the foreseeable future without this important step!

Patrice M Lock
858-822-3439
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From: Cynthia Millsaps [miltoki@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:34 AM

To: DEH, Vector; LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Pubic Comment on Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program--Negative Declaration
Attachments: EyeGnatJune182012.pdf '

Attached are my comments regarding my concern of the adopting the Negative Delcaration regarding eye gnats
without a full environmental impact review. Thank you, Cynthia Lynne Millsaps

sent from the miltoki i-Devicel



Cvynthia Lynne Millsaps

9468 Palomino Ridge Dr. Lakeside, CA 92040
miltoki@gmail.com

Via e-mail; _evyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave., Ste 102

San Diego, CA 92123

Re: Public Comment on Proposed Eye Gnat Program and Negative Declaration

Dear Chairman Roberts and Honorable Supervisors:

| have been concerned with both the problem and solution(s) to the county eye gnat problems
for some time. | attended the Board meeting on November 9, 2011 and have read the report issued l
by the Department of Environmental Health as well as the proposed ordinance and Negative
Declaration. | truly appreciate that this is a difficult issue and there seems to be very little easily
accessible * common ground” between the competing interests.

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report by prepared for the County’s
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that has been prepared is
woefully inadequate and provides virtually no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts
that will be caused by the ordinance. The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order
the spraying of pesticides, including Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and
Cyflauthrin, on organic crops. This will mean an end to the organic status of Be Wise Ranch and an
end to the healthy, farm-fresh produce the farm has provided for me and my family for more than
twenty years. Additionally, this means a loss of productive, organic farmland.

t live in an area of San Diego County which has grown increasingly urban in the thirty plus 2
years that | have lived there....clearly there are competing needs between agricultural interests and
residential interests. | have been a long-time customer and supporter of Be-Wise Ranch. | am very
concerned that any ordinance that is adopted take into careful consideration the needs of agriculture.
Undoubtedly, this County is rapidly pushing out agricultural production in favor of urbanization, and
any solution to the eye gnat problem needs to be shared by both the residents as well as the farming
interests. Organic farming-is not only a valuable economic resource in this community, but it provides
residents with local, healthy produce, and, due to development, land that is suitable for organic
farming is becoming less and less available. ‘

| am especially concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact the plants and animals in
the San Pasqual Valley. The Valley is an open-space park and agricultural preserve and supports
endangered and threatened species like the Least Bell's Vireo, California Gnatcatcher and Arroyo
Toad. The Be Wise Ranch’s use of organic farming methods is in harmony with the protection of %
these species and the preservation of open space. The implementation of this ordinance without
proper environmental review does not take into account the serious impacts on the health of humans
and the local ecosystem. No consideration has been given to the fact that the population of eye
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gnats at the golf course is substantially decreased, thus indicating that the measures taken by Be
Wise Ranch are successful in reducing eye gnats. . conhin

Please give consideration to the significant impacts to the environment, the health of
families, and the impact on local, organic farming businesses. Thank you for your attention to this

matter.

Very truly yours,

s/ Cynthia Lynne Millsaps
Cynthia Lynne Millsaps
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From: Julie Sanders [jsanders107@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:56 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat ‘

Subject: eye gnat ordinance and program

Hello, _

I am writing to request a full environmental impact report be prepared for the county's proposed eye gnat
ordinance program. I feel a negative declaration is inadequate for properly reporting the full environmental _
impacts of the ordinance. The impact I am most concerned with is forcing an established organic farm - one that
1s very important to my community, Be Wise Ranch - to spray pesticides on their crops. This would destroy the
farm, since their organic certification would be forfeited. In my mind, you might as well just take a blow torch
to it. I'd rather eat ashes than poison. I strongly urge you to reconsider any stance that will put the health of the
environment and the San Pasqual Valley community in jeopardy by short-changing the issue with a negative
declaration. Do the environment impact! As much information should be gathered and considered before such a
huge decision is made that will forever impact the lives of so many people.

Thank you.
Julie Sanders
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From: Renata Pawluk [pawluk.renata@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:57 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;

steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: ' Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE:  Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:
s
I am extremely concerned about the impact of the proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. A full Environmental Impact Report has not
been prepared and I truly believe it should be done before a decision
is made. —
This ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of
pesticides on the organic crops of Be Wise Ranch, the place I get most
of my vegetables and fruits from. I believe it is extremely unfair
for the people who knowingly choose to move next door to a farm should
not have the power to then change the farm’s culture. This will ruin
their crops in the eyes of their customers and in turn they will lose
their business. I, like many of my friends who buy from them, will no
longer be interested in their produce if it is not organic and neither
will all of the markets they sell to (ie: People’s Market in Ocean
Beach). —
The spraying of pesticides will also have an impact on the plants and
animals in the San Pasqual Valley. Be Wise Ranch’s methods are in
harmony with the protection of these species because of its organic
farming ways. I am concerned about the health of my family and the
local ecosystem. Eye gnats are significantly down this year compared
to years before and I don’t understand the rush to pass this ordinance
and. ruin a family’s farm and way of life.

Please consider the significant impact to the health of all of the
families who depend on Be Wise Ranch and the impact on the environment
that will be created by your ordinance. Please do the right this and
work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide free alternative to this
ordinance.

Thank you, —d

Renata Pawluk



From: : Renata Campos [renatacp@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:53 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:
]
I am extremely concerned about the impact of the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. A full
Environmental Impact Report has not been prepared and I truly believe it should be done before a decision is
-made.
This ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the organic crops of Be Wise
Ranch, the place I get most of my vegetables and fruits from. I believe it is extremely unfair for the people who
knowingly choose to move next door to a farm should not have the power to then change the farny’s culture. This
will ruin their crops in the eyes of their customers and in turn they will lose their business. I, like many of my
friends who buy from them, will no longer be interested in their produce if it is not organic and neither will all of
the markets they sell to (ie: People’s Market in Ocean Beach).
The spraying of pesticides will also have an impact on the plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley. Be Wise
Ranch’s methods are in harmony with the protection of these species because of its organic farming ways. I am
concerned about the health of my family and the local ecosystem. Eye gnats are significantly down this year
compared to years before and I don’t understand the rush to pass this ordinance and ruin a family’s farm and way of
Iife.

Please consider the significant impact to the health of all of the families who depend on Be Wise Ranch and the
impact on the environment that will be created by your ordinance. Please do the right this and work with Be Wise
Ranch on a pesticide free alternative to this ordinance. —

Thank you,
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From: Ariane Jansma [ajansma@scripps.edul]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 9:14 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill: carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller,

[
I am writing to request that a full EIR be prepared for the County’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The

Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of important
environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance. - :

My family and | are members of the Be Wise Ranch CSA which provides fresh vegetables to me at a pick-up site in my
neighborhood of University City. |1 am reading the information available to me about the proposed plan and | can’t
believe there would not be a proper EIR considering the absolute negative impact this is going to have on the local
ecosystem. Seriously?? | find it amazing that there always seems to be fear of a full EIR when it is going to show such an
obvious negative impact that it will make the proposed plan (in this case the spraying of pesticides) impossible. If the
strategy is to skip the proper evaluation in order to push pesticides through (despite the negative outcome), then shame
on all involved. ' ' o
Be Wise has been working very hard to help with the gnat problem in a way that benefits all involved (the local
ecosystem, the organic farming, etc.) and from what I've read, it sounds like it’s working. Obviously the eco-friendly
systems take longer, but pesticides only provide a brief fix to the problem. As we’ve seen over and over again, the use
of pesticides will ultimately make the resistant gnats stronger and eventually will require more pesticides (it’s a nasty
cycle that we’ve gotten into before and have ended up devastating areas to the point of no return).

Please give the strategies employed by Be Wise the necéssary time to work and by all means, conduct a full EIR before
soaking the entire area (organic farms and all) in pesticides.

My family and | are helping to support the local economy through buying our produce by locally grown farms. Everyone
is saying over and over again how important it is to San Diego to support our local farmers and local industries. | am a
perfect example of one who doesn’t live in that immediate area but wants to help the county at large by giving them my
support. There are many others like me who love organic produce and are willing to invest in order to support local
sustainable farming. :

Please do not take this away from us and end up doing WAY more harm than good (and ultimately | promise, pesticides
will NOT fix the gnat problem in the long term). At the VERY least, do your job and conduct a full EIR.

Thank you,

Artiane

Ariane Jansma, PhD
Wright/Dyson Laboratory

The Scripps Research Institute
10550 N. Torrey Pines Road, MB-2
La Jolla, CA 92037

Office: (858) 784-9726

Mail to: ajansma@scripps.edu
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From: Garnet Tomich [gtomich@san.rr.com]}

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 9:34 AM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:
I am writing to request that a full EIR be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program.
The ordinance will have important environmental impacts, and I feel that a Negative Declaration is inadequate.

My family and I have been members of Be Wise Ranch's Community Supported Agriculture Program ("CSA™)
for 15 years. We know Be Wise Ranch is working hard to resolve the eye gnat problem without the use of
pesticides. We, along with countless CSA supporters, would be devastated to lose this excellent organic farm!

Demand for organic farmers' produce is growing every year, so we must all try to protect the existing organic
farmland in our county. Please support a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance and a full environmental
review. ‘

Thank you for your consideration.

Garnet Tomich
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From: Amy Randel [arandel@mail.sdsu.edu]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 9:53 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance

Dear Mr. Miller,
I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no
meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on organic groups
grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status and an end to the healthy,
fresh produce that farm has provided my family and I for years. I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch
CSA, which provides fresh organic vegetables to me at a pick-up site in my neighborhood.

In addition, this will mean a loss of productive organic farmland, which will be a travesty to San Diego County
and its residents. It doesn't make sense that the County is rushing this ordinance without proper environmental
review. Eye gnats at the golf course have been dramatically reduced in comparison with a few years ago, so
steps that Be Wise has taken seem to be working. Why doesn't the County wait to see the results of what Be
Wise is doing before enacting more regulations that hurt our local businesses?

Please consider the significant impact to the environment and to the health of families that will be created by
your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this
ordinance.

Sincerely,

Amy Randel & Michael Gates
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From: Meredith White Garner [meredithagarner@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 10:29 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat v

Cc: ' Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; bill.hom@sdcounty.ca.gov;

carldemaio@sandiego.gov; Steve@stevedanon.com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration - No to Chemicals, Cancer, Death
for all People, Animals and Plants living in the affected areas!!!

Dear Mr. Miller:

—
We care and we vote. We talk to our many friends - who also care and also vote.

We believe and hope that the work Be Wise Ranch is doing to address
the eye gnats will alleviate all concerns. As noted below, these
measures need to be given time to work.

As an utmost concern, as concerning as the eye gnats are for the
communities affected, the spraying or application of the pesticides
below will enter the water and air in these affected communities. ;1
Many of these chemicals are known or believed to cause cancer, birth

defects and other serious medical conditions that are life-shortening
or life-ending.

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be
prepared for the '
County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative
Declaration that was

prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of

important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance. 29
The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the
spraying of pesticides

(Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin) on
the organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch.

In addition to the health concerns for all of the people in the
affected communities, this will also mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's
organic status, an end to the

healthy, fresh produce the farm provides for our family, and a loss of
productive organic

farmland. L{

I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which provides fresh
vegetables
to me at a pick-up site in my neighborhood.

I am especially concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact fs
the PEOPLE, plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley.

Your document looks at County policies, but the impacts to Be Wise
Ranch and the Valley are also in the City of San Diego. The San
Pasqual Valley is a City open space park and agricultural preserve; LD
and it supports endangered and threatened species like the Arroyo
Toad, the Least Bell's Vireo, and California Gnatcatcher. The Be Wise

1 -—-’



Ranch's use of organic farming methods is in harmony with the
protection of these species,

because it uses natural methods to grow crops and control pests.
Spraying pesticides would change the nature of farming in this area
and allow pesticides to enter the food chain of the animals in the
area. Your environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts.

I am concerned about the health of my family and the local ecosystem,
and I really want to know what these impacts will be.

I also don't understand why the County is rushing this ordinance without proper
environmental review.

I understand that eye gnats at the golf course this year are way down
from a couple of

years ago, so it seems like what Be Wise is doing is working. Why
doesn't the County wait to see the results of what Be Wise is doing
before enacting more regulations that hurt our local businesses?

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the
health of ALL families, people, animals and plants that will be
created by your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be
Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you,

Meredith Garner
meredithagarner@gmail.com
16794 Circa del Norte
PO Box 3785

Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067

Cc:

Supervisor Greg Cox - greg.cox@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Pam Slater-Price - pam.slater@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Ron Roberts - ron-roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Dianne Jacob - dianne.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov
Supervisor Bill Hom - bill.hom@sdcounty.ca.gov
Councilman Carl DeMaio - carldemaio@sandiego.gov

Steve Danon - Steve@stevedanon.com

Dave Roberts - campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

b
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From: sandra doyle [webmaster@prime-west.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 10:30 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat ordinance

Sirs, Please do the necessary environmental impact study needed to preserve pesticide-free
organic farming in San Diego County. I buy and eat almost exclusively organic produce and
keeping the sources local preserves small business and consumer purchases and the taxes they
provide to the city and state.

Thank you,

Sandra M. Drahman : .|
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From: Julee Jenkins [julee jenkins@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 10:43 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Concerns

Hello,

As along time co-op member for Be Wise Ranch, I strongly urge you to consider the needs of the farm when
making decisions in regard to eye gnats. [ understand they can be a nuisance, but the nature of farming at Be
Wise Ranch has consistently been to support the control of eye gnats to the best of their ability. Ihope you will
find in favor of best practices for the ranch. ]

Sincerely,

Julee Jenkins
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From: Susan Davison [sdavison@vtbs.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 11:20 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: . Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bill; steve@stevedanon.com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance

Dear Mr. Jack Miller;

I am writing to request that a FULL Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County’s proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. Currently what is being done at BeWise Ranch is working, so we are requesting that you wait
and see the results before rushing ahead with more regulations. We purchase organic produce from BeWise and do not
wish to be eating food that is sprayed with pesticides. Should you go forward with the ordinance as it stands, we, and
others that purchase organic produce from BeWise will no longer do so. You will potentially harm this local business
that provides healthy, organic alternatives for our families.

Please consider the impacts of a quick decision, as it does not serve the community nor your constituents to be hasty.

Thank you.
Susan Davison
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From: Diana Christianson [dianak2@wildblue.net]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 11:38 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat '

Subject: Gnats

oy

I would like to address my comments and questions to the people complaining about the gnats. I am a small
home organic gardener and I have horses, and yes, the gnats are sometimes very annoying, but it comes with the
territory. They are more annoying at certain times of the day, so I plan my activities accordingly.

-Would you rather have your children breathing and eating cancer causing pesticides and herbicides?

-Where do you think the produce you eat comes from? (besides the grocery store)

-Gnats, bees and flys are everywhere, not just on organic farms. Go to a picnic at any park or beach and check
it out. They are part of nature.

-Put on some insect repellent if you want to be insect free and want to put chemicals in or on your body.

-Why did you move close to an agricultural preserve and a huge dairy farm in the first place? Common sense
tells us that there are going to be insects of all types in this environment.

Thank you for allowing me to voice my opinion.

Diana Christianson
760-445-5114
dianak2@wildblue.net




A.b3

om: Seibert, Linda [Seibert.Linda@scrippshealth.org]
ant: Monday, June 18, 2012 12:00 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat; Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill;

carldemaio@sandiego.gov; steve@stevedanon.com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

All: l

I've been following this debate regarding eye gnats and organic farms in San Diego for quite some time. It is ludicrous to
think that organic farms might soon be required to spray pesticides in order to control the eye gnats, when it appears that
there are other alternatives to pursue. | was under the impression from a previous study conducted that there

were options that could be tried, and that were in the process of being tried, which the farms were on board with, and had
in fact been reducing the numbers of gnats in the area.

I'm a member of Be Wise Ranch, and have purchased fresh organic produce from them for over ten years. I'm extremely
concerned that the county is rushing to judgment, and looking for a quick and easy fix, without weighing how the spraying
of pesticides will not only affect the beautiful San Pasqual Valley and it's ecosystem, but how it affects a local organic farm
that supplies pesticide free fruits and vegetables that feed not only my family, but thousands of others.

Why has the city of San Diego not weighed in on this matter, when in fact, Be Wise Ranch is considered in the city
confines? The Negative Declaration that was recently issued hasn't taken environmental impacts into account. More -
emphasis needs to be placed on what spraying pesticides in San Pasqual Valley will mean long term. | can't imagine that |
impacted homeowners and golfers would want to be breathing in pesticides that have been proven to cause cancer in
people. That's just trading one problem for another.

_t's try doing the right thing this time, not just the easiest. Let's give Be Wise and other farms, the chance to implement
other procedures before we poison yet another local ecosystem with chemicals that will blow through the air and seep into
the ground affecting humans, animals, and our environment.

—d
Thank you for your consideration.

Linda Seibert
3421 Talbot Street

San Diego, CA 92106

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it may contain privileged and confidential information and are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which they are addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination or copying of this e-mail or any of its attachment(s) is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this e-mail in error, please immediately notify the sending individual or entity by e-mail and
permanently delete the original e-mail and attachment(s) from your computer system. Thank you for your
cooperation.
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From: Robin Winton [cityhomestead@yahoo.com]

Sent: ' Monday, June 18, 2012 12:07 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Mr. Miller, ""‘

I'm writing to ask that a full Environmental Impact Report be done for the county's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. We ask you to please protect BeWise organic farm and the San Pasqual Valley from
the toxic effects of the proposed pesticides. 1understand that BeWise's gnat reduction program is working, and
I think deserves a chance to continue. The spraying of pesticides would put BeWise out of business as an
organic farm, and so many of us rely on local organic produce for our health, especially those people with
compromised immune systems. Ialso-don't think the farm is the only cause of the gnat problem, and don't
understand the push to put it out of business and poison the environment. Surely there is a safer way to solve
the gnat problem. . ,

Thank you. Robin Winton and family 6/18/12
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From: Rebecca Skrudland [becks137@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012.12:12 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Support for Be Wise Ranch

To Whom it May Concern: 1
I have been a member of Be Wise Ranch's CSA for a year and a half. As a community member and supporter of
organic farming, I urge you to seriously consider the matter of an Environmental Impact Study. Taking up the
use of chemicals in an environment you and I all value is not to be taken lightly and long-term considerations
are essential. In addition, organic farming is likely the future of the national and local food movement and not
simply a niche market. Organic farming's value to San Diego and our local commerce and industry is great and
has even better potential in future years, in my humble opinion.

While I understand that studies such as this can be costly and inconvenient, I feel the best decision is always an
educated decision, and our moral compass will often lead us to a more difficult path. Please consider all options
and implications before you take action to the detriment of long-established local businesses such as Be Wise
Ranch. ’

. Best,

Becky Hein

554 Sunset Dr.

Vista, CA 92081
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From: ' Cindy and Dan Trubovitz [cdtrubo@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 12:49 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller

I am very disappointed and saddened that BeWise Farms may not be given consideration and time for their
efforts for controlling the eye gnat situation at their farm. The consequences of chemicals being applied on their
farm not only would immediately put them out of business but I find it extremely disturbing of the disregard of
a complete environmental impact report. The unknown consequences on the local flora and fauna cannot g0
ignored especially in a agricultural preserve with a home of endangered animals.

[ urge that propér consideration be given to the environment, a local business, and all the people who depend on
healthy chemical-free produce.

Sincerely,

Cindy Trubovitz
4380 Via Sorpresa

San Diego, CA 92124
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From: pths1962@nethere.com

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 1:01 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: eye gnats

Dear Supervisors,

We strongly object to bypassing an EIR review that would allow an ordinance
that could result in the County spraying CHEMICAL PESTICIDES on an ORGANIC
FARM in San Diego County, especially San Pasqual Valley. We purchase
organic produce from a farm in this area all year long, which would not
make sense if the produce is NOT organic.

Please re-think this entire issue. The good of a much larger population
should outweigh a few months of annoying, naturally occurring little gnats.

Thank you for your consideration.
Darlene Graham

2353 Albatross St #108
San Diego CA 92101
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From: Kirby fairfax [kirbyfairfax@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 2:24 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Environmental Impact Study

Hi, . -

I am joining thousands of other concerned citizens to request that you
thoroughly investigate all possible ways of mitigating this problem

without poisoning our food, land or water with chemical pesticides. There are
viable methods of dealing with these pests without disrupting the county's
organic farming businesses and their customers' health.

I ask that you respect our right to choose the type of food we buy and
consume; by passing the ordinance you will take away our freedom to eat
foods grown without toxic sprays.

As a person who has been ill for many years and for whom eating the most
wholesome_produce possible is a crucial part of my healing regimen, I thank
you for standing up for me and my needs.

Blessings,
Kirby Fairfax
(760-870-4566)
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“rom: B. Charles Tatum [ctatum13@cox.net]
nt: Monday, June 18, 2012 2:27 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

June 18, 2012

To: Mr. Jack Miller
Dept. of Environmental Health
San Diego, CA \
Dear Mr. Miller- -
I am writing to request a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of
pesticides on the organic produce grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic
status and an end to the healthy, pesticide-free produce the farm provides to me and my family. Be Wise Ranch
was the first - and for many years the only - Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) program in the County.
have been a Be Wise member for 21 years. For all this time Be Wise has provided fresh fruits and vegetables at
a pick-up site in my Point Loma neighborhood at a price lower than the cost of organic produce in grocery
stores and markets. ‘
The spraying of pesticides in the San Pasqual Valley will not only put an end to Be Wise Organic Produce, it
will also impact the land, plants and animals of the area. Be Wise Ranch's organic farming methods are
tainable agriculture. Sustainable agriculture is good for the environment. The use of natural methods to grow
crops and pests keeps pesitcides out of our local food chain. It maintains the local ecosystem, which supports
endangered species like the Arroyo Toad and California Gnatcatcher.

A full Environmental Impact Report is needed to examine the extensive impact of the spraying of pesticides in
the San Pasqual Valley as opposed to natural methods of gnat control. As a County, we need to be finding ways
to reduce the use of pesticides and herbicides, not increase them. Please do the ri ght thing and work with Be
Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you.

Charles Tatum

3429 Yonge St.

San Diego, CA, 92106
ctatum13@cox.net
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From: Steve Emig [steveemig@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 2:33 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: eye gnat spraying _ N §

Dear Mr. Miller: Tam a consumer of organic produce in San Diego County. I am concerned that the proposed
chemical spraying of organic farms in the county will jeopardize the organic produce industry in the county and
my ability to continue purchasing organic produce for my own use. Please look into an alternative to chemical
spraying to solve this eye gnat problem and let San Diego continue to have an organic produce industry.

Sincerely, Steve Emig —
1334 Greenlake Dr.
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From: Josephine Randel [jrandel@ucsd.edu]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 2:58 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: ' Slater, Pam; Cox, Greg; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Proposed Ordinance

Attachments: Eye Gnat.doc

Please see the attached regarding the eye gnat proposed ordinance.

Josephine Randel



646 Gravilla St.
LaJolla, CA 92037 -
June 18,2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program—Negative Delaration
Dear Mr. Miller:

I would like to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
county’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Pro gram. The Negative Declaration that was
proposed provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts
that can be caused by the ordinance and is inadequate.

If you give the County the authority to spray pesticides on organic crops grown at Be
Wise Ranch this will mean an end to the organic produce that I receive every week of the
year from the Ranch. Besides myself there are 2800 to 3000 families who receive a
weekly box of produce and who would be affected by a decision to order spraying of the
organic produce. Surely this number should be given consideration against those who
want the spraying,.

Scientific evidence shows that the use of pesticides does harm to the environment and to
the people who are affected by it. Please consider available alternatives by working with
people who know about this, such as the Be Wise Ranch.

Please consider the significant impact to the environment and to the health of my family
and order a full environmental impact report.

Sincerely yours,

Josephine Randel
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. From: Gloria Damecki [gdamecki@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 3:16 PM
To: ' LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Fwd: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program -Negative Declaration
Jack Miller
Department of Environmental Health
5576 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, Ca 92123
RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program- Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller: “_____[

V VV V.V V V VYV YVYV

> It is the understanding of the community that a full study including the implementation of
traps and modifications at the farm were to be completed and assessed before any negative
declaration was announced. This is an outrageous breach of trust. I am requesting that a
full Environmental Impact Report be prepared before you proceed in condemning the farm to use
pesticides in a protected agricultural preserve and watershed ares. ‘

> S
> I reside in this area(92025) that will be declared a vector. I have never seen an eye
gnat. Traps that were put in my yard did not yield any eye gnats and yet my property value
will be impacted by this decision. I am also a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA and enjoy the
organic produce. I pick up my vegetables at the farm site and I have never seen or been
bothered by any insects or eye gnats while at the farm. It is one of the cleanest if not
the cleanest farm I have ever visited. It appears that the Board of Supervisors does not
care about the integrity of our food supply. Sending our farms to Mexico will be the resuylt
of these rash decisions. There is NO guarantee that spraying these chemicals will eliminate
the problems these victims are experiencing. It is not fair to force closure of the farm if
the solution is nebulous. Do the rights of the complainers exceed the rights of those who
don't complain?

> Slmesmas
> I would like to suggest to the people who have eye gnat problems at their own homes to
spray their yards with these recommended = chemicals. They have the infestation in their
lawns and gardens. I have heard residents attending these meetings that they have seen the
eye gnats coming out of their own lawns! The fact that a full study has not been completed
is criminal negligence and abuse of power on the part of the Supervisors. :

—

Please do what is right and work with Be Wise Ranch

Gloria Damecki
2188 Pamplona Court
Escondidio, Ca. 92825
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From: Hal Bahls [hbahls@san.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 4:03 PM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: BeWise

Attachments: BeWise Jack Miller 061812.doc

-Please see attached letter.



4805 Tinasa Way
San Diego, California 92124

June 18, 2012

Mr. Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health

5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123

Re:  Proposed Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance

Dear Mr. Miller:

ﬁ.

We are CSA customers of BeWise Ranch and obviously prefer that they continue in the
business of growing and supplying organic produce to us and their many customers. For
this to continue, the eye gnat problem will need to be mitigated.

It seems to us that the “long arm” of government is being extended to extremes to (1)
include the eye gnat “nuisance” in with the control of vectors that are causes of “disease;”
(2) to do so when by the admittance in the report that more research is needed on the
problem; and (3) to empower an individual, the Director, with powers to, in effect, shut
down farming during this time of experimentation with gnat control.

It seems more reasonable to us that the Board should place this ordinance on hold and to
allow, under County supervision, the research to be done and to allow the farms to
implement the voluntary control approaches outlined in the report and proposed
ordinance. Give this two full growing season to work through and then reconsider the
ordinance or a modified version at that time.

In summary, we suggest putting the ordinance on hold and take one step at a time: Do
the research and implement the mitigation measures for two years and then reconsider the
ordinance.

Sincerely,
/s/

Harold Bahls and Janet Summerville

\—L
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From: Jennifer Eve [jkeve@me.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 6:38 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: ' Eye Gnat Ordinance Program ,
I agree with this position. Please work with our organic farmers and keep our food free from pesticides.
Jennifer Eve

5539 La Jolla Hermosa |

La Jolla, CA 92037
619-743-7332
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From: Malowney, Dorothy

Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2012 8:03 AM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: FW: Reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance!

————— Original Message-----

From: Jones, Bobbie On Behalf Of DEH, Vector
Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2012 6:28 AM

To: Malowney, Dorothy

Subject: FW: Reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance!

——--- Original Message-----

From: Michelle Jackson [mailto:mnjlakevu@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2012 9:09 PM

To: DEH, Vector '

Cc: Cox, Greg; Jacob, Dianne; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bill
Subject: Reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance!

Dear Chairman Roberts and Honorable Supervisors: —
I am writing to express my serious concerns about new restrictions on organic farms in San
Diego. The 'eye gnat' ordinance you are considering could force organic farmers to spray
chemical pesticides, reduce their farmable acreage and shut down for weeks at a time during -
the productive summer months. Complying with these requirements would cause organic farms to
lose their certification and create a negative financial impact that could potentially put
them out of business.

Organic farms provide significant benefits to the San Diego region, promoting a healthy
lifestyle for residents and contributing to the local economy. I urge you to protect the
future of this important industry and reject the proposed eye gnat program and ordinance in
its current form.

Please give organic farmers a chance to implement safer, more proven methods to control the
eye gnat issue, which has existed for decades in San Diego. The County should reject this
ordinance and explore alternatives that would not negatively affect organic farmers by
looking at the successful eye gnat control programs in the Coachella Valley and Yuma,
Arizona.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Michelle Jackson
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From: Brandon Stephenson [brandon@healinghandsschool.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 12:23 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Be-Wise Ranch

S———
To Whom it may Concern,
I have recently discovered that our local farm Be-Wise ranch is being threatened to use pesticides on their
produce. ,
This comes to me at the highest of concern due to the fact that many of my friends and family depend on Be-
Wise's Organic
Produce. The use of pesticides on produce should never be a solution. If this threat becomes reality i am
convinced there will be
many citizens up in arms. We can not let poison be a part of our diet, and we will not stand for such an injustice
to our health.
Please understand the gravity of this situation. The Health and well being of our community should not be taken
lightly.
Thank you,
Brandon Stephenson H.H.P.
tribeofhealingarts@gmail.com
brandon@healinghandsschool.com
760-519-7970

[
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From: Laura Correa [laura.correa@alerotech.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2012 11:43 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: - Eye gnat ordinance and program —

I would like to say that I am against any changes that would allow the county to use any commercial pesticides on any
organic farm, even as a last resort.

Thanks,
Laura Correa
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From: Lynn Kaufman [Lynn@KaufmanSA.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 7:07 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; dlannejacob@sdcounty ca.gov
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance proposal

Attachments: Be Wise Ranch concern June 2012.docx

Please find attached a letter in support of keeping our local Be Wise Ranch organic.
Thank you!
Lynn Kaufman



Via E-mail: eyegnau@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: Eye Gnat-Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller: S

I'am wniting to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negatve Declaraton that was
prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental

impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed ordmance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides
(Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Gyfluthrin) on the organic crops grown
at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status, an end to the
healthy; fresh produce the farm provides for me and my family, and a loss of productive organic
farmland. I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which provides fresh vegetables

to me at a pick-up site in my neighborhood.

I am especially concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact the plants and
animals in the San Pasqual Valley. Your document looks a lot at County policies, but the
impacts 10 Be Wise Ranch and the Valley are in the City of San Diego. The San Pasqual Valley
1s a Gity open space park and agricultural preserve; and it supports endangered and threatened
species like the Arroyo Toad, the Least Bell's Vireo, and California Gnatcatcher. The Be Wise
Ranch's use of organic farming methods is in harmony with the protection of these species,
because it uses natural methods to grow crops and control pests. Spraying pesticides would
change the nature of farming in this area and allow pesucides to enter the food chain of the
animals in the area. Your environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts. I am
concerned about the health of my family and the local ecosyster, and I really want to know what
these mmpacts will be. :

I also don't understand why the County is rushing this ordinance without proper
environmental review. Eye gnats at the golf course this year are way down from a couple of
years ago, so it seems like what Be Wise is doing is working. Why doesn't the County wait to
see the results of what Be Wise is doing before enacting more regulations that hurt our local
businesses?

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the health of my family
that will be created by your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch

on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance. —

Thank you




Sincerely,

Lynn Kaufman
18718 Olmeda Place
San Diego, CA 92128

Ce:

Supervisor Greg Cox — greg.cox@sdcounty.ca. gov
Supervisor Pam Slater-Price ——Damslater@ sdcouny.cagov
Supervisor Ron Roberts — ron-roberts@sdcounty, ca.gov
Supervisor Dianne Jacob — dlanneiacob@sdcounufca.gov




Supervisor Bl Horn — billhom@sdcounty.ca.gov
Councilman Carl DeMaio — carldemaio@sandiego.gov
Steve Danon — Steve@stevedanon.com

Dave Roberts — campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
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From: Carrie [carrieschneider@cox.net]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 8:16 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Ron-Roberts

Subject: please support organic farms

Dear Supervisors, —

I am writing to express my concerns about the effect of the Eye Gnat ordinance on local
organic farms. We receive a box from Be Wise Ranch every 2 weeks, delivered to a spot in
North Park that is convenient to my home. I've been a subscriber to this Community Supported
Agriculture delivery for several years. Since then, I have found myself eating a more
healthy diet, and starting cooking with a wide variety of delicious vegetables that I'd never
thought to try before. Judging from the number of boxes at the pick up site, at least 30
other homes in my immediate neighborhood would feel the loss of Be Wise Ranch.

The Eye Gnat ordinance has the potential to be a large burden to Be Wise Ranch, and puts
their organic certification in jeopardy if spraying with non-organic chemicals is mandated. I
ask that you consider that the ordinance, if not crafted properly, will drive local farms out
of business.

cm—

Thanks for your consideration of my comments,

Carrie Schneider
2621 32ND St
San Diego CA 92104

619-282-3645
carrieschneider@cox.net
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From: Sharon Gehl! [slgehl@cox.net]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 9:20 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
Steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisro.com; 'Be Wise Ranch'

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordnance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller,
—y

Please reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration, and do a full Environmental Impact

Report. Pesticide spraying would negatively impact organic Be Wise Ranch and the plants and animals of the:

- San Pasqual Valley open space and agricultural preserve which supports numerous endanger species.

The county needs to also thoroughly researched other sources of eye gnats closer to the affected area, such as

home orchards on large residential lots. It wouldn’t be right to blame an organic farmer, and put them out of

business, for something they have no control over.

Thousands of people throughout the county buy and enjoy organic produce from Be Wise Ranch. Our family,
as a member of their CSA program, get a regular delivery of produce every two weeks; so what you decide
affects us too. The measures that Be Wise Ranch has started putting into place seem to be working. We urge
you to work with Be Wise Ranch to develop pesticide- free alternatives to this ordnance. Everyone needs
time to come up with win-win solutions.

Thank you, —

Sharon Gehal
4301 Hermosa Way

San Diego, CA 92103-1216
619-299-9606

slgehli@cox.net
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From: Gayle Williams [gayle@balancedaccount.com]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 9:21 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program - Negative Declaration
Jack Miller

Departmeht of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller,

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County’s proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful
analysis of important environmental impacts that will be cause by the ordinance.

S—
The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the organic crops grown at
Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of the Be Wise Ranch’s organic status, an end to the healthy, fresh produce the
farm provides for many families, and a loss of productive organic farmland.

As a new “convert” to the organic way of eating and having a concern for the health of the local ecosystem this is
particularly disturbing to me. Be Wise Ranch’s use of organic farming methods is in harmony with the protection of
endangered and threatened species, because it uses natural methods to grow crops and control pests. Spraying
pesticides would.change the nature of farming in this area and allow pesticides to enter the food chain of the animals in
the area.

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and don’t rush this ordinance without proper environment
review. Please work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you ' '

Gayle williams
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From: Laurel Ng [laurel.ng@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 10:06 PM
To: : LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance

Dear Mr. Miller,

Please consider a full Environmental Impact Report to be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. The information that has been gathered to date (Negative Declaration) is inadequate
and does not provide a well-researched analysis of important environmental aspects that will result from the
ordinance. '

The ordinance allows the County to spray pesticides on the organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. I am a
supporter and patron to Be Wise Ranch Farm. I believe in organic and sustainable farming not just for health
reasons but as a means of treating the land with respect so food can be grown on the same plot of land for
generations not just a few farming seasons. Be Wise is taking extraordinary measures to try to resolve

the eye gnat problem. They are trying to be respectful of all the surrounding neighborhoods and have hired an -
expert who can solve the problem with as little impact to the environment as possible. I would not want my
baby breathing in pesticides sprayed on and around my house. I would take gnats over chemicals any day. The
gnats do you pose serious health issues. Gnats are natural and have been part of this land for centuries.

The 'eye gnat' ordinance you are considering could force organic farmers to spray chemical pesticides, reduce
their farmable acreage and shut down for weeks at a time during the productive summer months. Complying
with these requirements would cause organic farms to lose their certification and create a negative financial
impact that could potentially put them out of business.

Organic farms provide significant benefits to the San Diergo region, promoting a healthy lifestyle for residents
and contributing to the local economy. I urge you to protect the future of this important industry and reject the
proposed eye gnat program and ordinance in its current form. Why rush into a decision to spray without a
thorough analysis of environmental impact? Be Wise is working diligently on this program. In fact, the eye
gnats population has been reduced significantly compared to a few years ago thanks to the efforts of Be Wise.

Please respect the organic, pesticide-free lifestyle that many of us desire for our families. Please do the right
thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance. You cannot easily reverse
this type of decision once you start to spray.

Sincerely,

Laurel Ng



San Diego, CA 92116
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m: Ralph Hanna [ralph.hanna@soterawireless.com]-
- .nt: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 7:35 AM
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron; dianne.jacobs@sdcounty.ca.gov; Horn, Bill;

carldemaio@sandiego.gov; steve@stevedanon.com;
campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:

I'am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the C ounty’s proposed Eye
Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost’
no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides (Acephate,
Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine and Cyfluthrin) on the organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. This
will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch’s organic status, an end to the healthy, fresh produce the farm provides for

and my family, and a loss of productive organic farmland. I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch
CSA which provides fresh vegetables to me at a pick-up site in my neighborhood.

Your document looks a lot at County policies, but the impacts to Be Wise Ranch and the Valley are in the City
of San Diego. The San Pasqual Valley is a City open space park and agricultural preserve. The Be Wise
Ranch’s use of organic farming methods is in harmony with this designation. Spraying pesticides would changef
the nature of farming in this area and allow pesticides to enter the food chain of the animals in the area. Your
environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts. I am concerned about the health of my family and
the local ecosystem, and I really want to know what thése impacts will be.

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the health of my family that will be created by
your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this
ordinance.

Thank you,
lissa Hanna

4958 Canterbury Drive
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o1
June 16, 2012 X
, =
<
Linda Hollingsworth, Project Manager Department of Environmental Health &
5570 Overland Ave, Suite 102 by
San Diego, CA 92123 fj
Dear Ms. Hollingsworth: ,

As a bee keeper | have a concern about the proposed eye gnat ordinance and
program.

The pesticides to be used to control gnats all seem to be toxic to bees.
Acephate, Cyromanzine, Cyfluthrin, Diflubenzuron and Malathion are the ones to
be sprayed on a barrier trap of alfalfa from April 1 to October 31. These
pesticides will be used in various combinations weekly during each year.

To be effective the toxic levels on the barrier wolld be high enough to kill ghats at
alltimes. The alfalfa plants will be blooming:during. most of this time period and
are very attractive to honey bees and other beneficial insects. Foraging honey
bees fly out from their hives about a mile to collect nectar but during pefiods of
dry weather like our summers in Escondido they can go as far as three miles.
There are apiary locations in Highland Valley, north Poway, San Pasqual Valley
and southern Escondido that would be affected by this barrier spray program.
Can this barrier stop all gnats from flying over to the organic farm when the wind
i8 blowing?

Can the gnats become resistant to pesticides?
What will be the extent of the control program?

Will the program include other farms in San Pasqual Valley, avocado orchards,
parks, goif courses, schools and even residential properties?

Could trapping, the only effective method of controlling eye gnats that is used in
Borrego and Arizona be used here?

Sincerely,

Alden Avery

1625 Skyhawk Road
Escondido, CA 82029
760-745-8171

grn - W N
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Ramaiya, Jarrett

From: justin.mcclure@cox.net

Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2012 8:17 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: eye Gnats Escondido

SD County, '

Please do not give a negative review regarding the eye gnats for the Escondido area.

I live just above the Bewise ranch and the gnats have NOT been a bother for the last 2
months. '

The farmer has set traps and they are working. Do not be swayed be a few alarmists who have
their own agenda.

Life is good with our organic farm and all the pluses it brings to our environment.

Justin McClure
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June 17, 2021

Jack Miller

Dept. of Environmetal Health
5570 Overland Ave. Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Honorable Purveyor of Public Concern, Jack Miller:

Regarding County Proposal to Adopt a Negative Declaration and bypass a full
environmental impact study.
Eye Gnat Ordinance Program Negative Declaration "'“'[

I’'m requesting a full environmental impact report be prepared for SD County’s proposed
Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. A Negative Declaration is inadequate.

A little over two weeks ago I was able to discuss the situation with Be Wise Ranch
owner, Bill Brenner when I was out at the ranch picking up my member produce. He has
already invested time and money into research, fly traps, and fencing. I don’t understand
why the county is rushing this ordinance without the proper environmental review as was
initially propose to the public to control the gnats.

Spraying the farm is not only opposing the idea of San Pasquel Valley as an agricultural
preserve, but also supports several threatened species of animals. What amazes me most,
is that any of these proposed pesticides would be released almost in the lake bed of Lake
Hodges that ] understand is used downstream for drinking water! This requires a proper
environmental review. There certainly are many of us dependent on Be Wise Ranch for
our organic food. I’ve been an organic farmer myself in my back yard for 41 years here
in Escondido.” At 71 I’m not able to provide myself with the produce I need. The cost of
organic coming from further away will be a problem for me. Please work with Be Wise.

Sincerely,

(//\_/ (« \/ r;:c“ﬂ_ ey

Andrea V. Seavey
1937 Alexander Dr. Escondido 92
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17418 Plaza Sonada
San Diego, CA 92128

June 18, 2012

Mr. Jack Miller
Depariment of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123
B e EEM T AN T

Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller;

{ am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program.

The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no
meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the
ordinance. | am concemed about the health of my family and the local ecosystem, and
want o know what these impacts will be.

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the health of my
family that will be created by your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be
Wise Ranch and all other organic farmers in San Diego County, so we can continue to
have pesticide-free altematives to our food.

Thank You,

Virginia Johnston

""&(M WM../LJ:/& m} - ~> —~
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June 17, 2012

Jack Miller 5 &
Department of Environmental Health o e
5570 Overland Ave, Suite 102 = &
San Diego, CA92123 o b
et i

e

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program-Negative Dechration

Dear Mr. Miller: T

When | first read of the negative ordinance regarding the eye gnat problem at Be Wise Ranch in
Escondido, | was infuriated. However, | did not hear an outcry from organic farming supporters.
so | thought | possibly misunderstood the negative ordinance.

Now | know | was correct in my original anger.

Organic food to me is life itself. ] am now 90 years old and a productive member of our
society because of organic food. | have had major health problems my entire life and onty
when | was able, about 40 years ago, to go on an entirely organic diet, did my heaith finally
return.

| buy the produce of Be Wise Ranch at Jimbo’s in Escondido, and have done so since the
opening of the store.

The idea that one person in government, The Director of Vector Control, because of
neighbor’s complaints, can order poisonous sprays on a wonderfully run organic farm, which
would take away their organic status,is beyond belief. Poisonous sprays will also endanger the
health of endangered and threatened species in the San Pasqual Valley.

As a taxpayer and a very involved citizen of this county | ask, why is this ordinance being

rushed without a full Environmental Impact report?

The organic farmers are participating in legitimate, scientific research to mitigate the problem
and are assembling the necessary traps to implement proven measures to control eye gnat
populations. Eye gnats at the golf course are way down from a couple of years ago so it
seems like what Be Wise is doing is working.

I ask you to please reconsider the negative declaration and instead have a full Environmental
Impact Report. Do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide free alternative
to the ordinance.

Thank you.

Laura Glusha

6 Larry Lane
Escondido, Ca 82025
760-480 0844



A. %9

June 14 2012

+E RO Q00

County of San Diego w3
_ Department of Environmental Health

Dear Sirs;

Concerning your Eye Gnat Declaration of May 31, 2012

We operate Quail Valley Organics in the San Pasqual Valley area in San Diego
County. The fourteen acre Organic Grove which we farm is our sole source of income.

We lease the property from the City of San Diego therefore we have no land value.
If this Declaration is passed it would nullify our organic certificate and make it
unprofitable to continue farming.

We strongly protest this action for the above reasons.

Quail Valley Organics

Dennis Lindshield

G-
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From: Joy Williams

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 12:52:48 PM

Attachments: Eve.Gnat NegDec O ition EHC Junel9 2012.pdf

Hello, —_—

Environmental Health Coalition believes the proposed eye gnat ordinance is
seriously flawed and that a full EIR is needed before any ordinance is adopted.
Our comment letter is attached.

Joy Williams

Research Director
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June 19, 2612

County Board of Supervisors
County Administration Building
1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101

Re: Support Organic Agriculture in San Diego County — Require Full EIR for Eye Gnat
Ordinance

Dcaf Chairman Roberts and Supervisors: .

Environmental Health Coalition is (EHC) is a 32-year-old nonprofit organization. EHC builds
grassroots campaigns to confront the unjust consequences of toxic pollution, discriminatory land
use, and unsustainable energy policies. Through leader development, organizing and advocacy,
EHC improves the health of children, families, neighborhoods and the natural environment in the

San Diego/Tijuana region.

Summary
EHC opposes the eye gnat ordinance as currently drafted. Before the ordinance is voted upon, a

full EIR is needed to allow the Supervisors and the publie to consider fully and in detail the
consequences of the proposed ordinance, which would give unprecedented power to a
governmental agency to inflict harm on organic farming operations. In attempting to justify this
new power to chemically assault organic farms, the ordinance arbitrarily redefines “vector,” a
term that is used universally to mean disease-carrying organisms, to include the non-pathogenic
eye gnat. It fails to clearly identify the “last resort” condition that would allow county
government to wield this extraordinary new power. Beyond the damage to good government that
is represented by the draft ordinance, there are potential traffic and growth-inducing impacts,
which require environmental rqview under CEQA.

|

Definition of Vector
The proposed eye gnat ordinance would give county government the authority to use pesticides

that are not approved for use on organic farms, thereby rendering an organic farm no longer
organic. As the draft ordinance itself acknowledges, the county cannot take this extremely
harmful step unless eye gnats are designated a “vector.” Eye gnats are not vectors, and to
legislatively change the meaning of the word sets a dangerous precedent for expanding
governmental authority beyond the original and legitimate intent of the laws designed to control -
vectors. If any nuisance that emanates from a farm is potentially a vector, then surely Acephate,
Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin are also vectors, and we need ordinances

to control them as well.
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Chapter 4 of the proposed ordinance authorizes the Director to take steps, including ordering the
-use of pesticides that would result in loss of organic certification or ordering an organic grower
to entirely cease production of a crop, in a last resort case. That is, if the “eye gnat nuisance” is

- deemed to be not “sufficiently abated,” the Director may effectively shut down an organic
operation. However, the eye gnat nuisance condition is not defined, nor is it clear when the
nuisance is sufficiently abated. If one eye gnat larvae is found, is this a nuisance? If one neighbor
continues to complain, is it not sufficiently abated?

Eye Gnat Ordinance May be Growth Inducing

Adoption of the eye gnat ordinance would signal that residential encroachment on agricultural
land is encouraged and supported by the County. Thus it has the potential to induce growth and
added traffic on formerly rural roads. This impact must be analyzed in the environmental review
for the draft ordinance.

Economic Impact on Organic Agriculture Must be Assessed .in an EIR

The Negative Declaration for the draft ordinance dismisses the potential loss of organic farmland
and livelihoods, as well as the loss to consumers of locally grown organic produce, that could be
caused by the use of non-approved pesticides on an organic farm. To suggest that organic
growers could simply dig up row crops and plant trees or raise livestock is a callous dismissal of
the research, planning, and years of soil preparation and experience that go into the choice of
crops. Before adoption of any ordinance, a full assessment-of the potential economic impact
upon our region’s organic farmers and farms must be completed.

The Ordinance and Environmental Review are Premature e

The Farm and Home Advisor is still in the process of doing studies to determine which methods
of deterring eye gnats are effective and should be incorporated into the BMP practices for control
of eye gnats. The proposed ordinance is premature and may be unnecessary.

Pesticide Impacts on Human Health and Groundwater Must be Evaluated Further

Three Pesticides Identified as Groundwater Contaminants. The California Department of
Pesticide Regulation (DPR) maintains a list of the pesticides, registered for agricultural use in

- California, which meet one or more of the DPR criteria for chemicals likely to leach into
groundwater. Three of the pesticides that the Director may order to be used op organic farms --
Acephate, Malathion, and Cyromazine — are on the DPR list. Use of these pesticides in the sandy
soils where eye gnats are found will increase the probability that the pesticides will leach into
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groundwater, based on their high water solubility and the length of time they require to

break down. Source:
http ://www.cdpr.ca.gov/docs/emon/pubg/_eehapreps/eh0902.gdf

Human Health. Two of the pesticides, Acephate and Malathjon, are organophosphates,
which are not selectively toxic to insects but affect the human nervous system as well.
Human symptoms of exposure to organophosphates include the following, as
summarized in the PAN Pesticide Database:

Excessive salivation, sweating, thinorrhea and tearing,

- Muscle twitching, weakness, tremor, incoordination.

- Headache, dizziness, nausea, vomiting, abdominal cramps, diarrhea.

- Respiratory depression, tightness in chest, wheezing, productive cough, fluid in lungs.
- Pin-point pupils, sometimes with bhurred or dark vision.

- Severe cases: seizures, incontinence, respiratory depression, loss of consciousness,

- Cholinesterase inhibition. .

hgp://www.pesticideinfo.org!Detail Chemijcal jsp?Rec 1d=PC32924

PAN'’s Source: Recognition and Management of Pesticide Poisoning, 5th edition, U:S. EPA Chapter
4 5@—“3\&\1\,_}__

Use of any of these pesticides should be limited to situations where real threats to human
health exist and cannot be controlled by other means. At the least, evaluation of these
pesticides and their potential to harm human health or contaminate groundwater must be
included in the environmental review for this proposed ordinance.

Public Transparency of Board of Supervisor Acﬁons

The public is entitled to know how the Board of Supervisors votes on this issue.
According to Section 12 of the proposed ordinance, the Board’s voting results will be
published in the San Diego Commerce. This newspaper is not available at newsstands and
does not appear to have a current website. It is unclear how a member of the public would
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access this newspaper to determine how Supervisors voted. At minimum, the vote should
be published on the County’s own website,

In sum, the proposed eye gnat ordinance requires a full EIR before any further action is
taken to adopt it. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter,

%WW ~

f oy Williams
Research Director

Cc: Linda Hollingsworth
- Eye Gnat NegDec_EHC Opposition -3-
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From: Eric Paysen {epaysen@gmail.com]

Sent: - Thursday, June 21, 2012 10:58 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Fwd: Proposed negative declaration regarding eye gnats in Escondido
Attachments: Bugg_EyeGnat_Comment_v.7.doc; Resume.DOC

Sent this yesterday but appear to have left this email off the list. Thank you for your consideration.
Eric Paysen

—————————— Forwarded message ----~-----

From: Eric Paysen <epaysen@gmail.com>

Date: Wed, Jun 20, 2012 at 4:17 PM

Subject: Proposed negative declaration regarding eye gnats in Escondido

To: greg.cox@sdcounty.ca.gov, pam.slater@sdcounty.ca.gov, ron-roberts@sdcounty.ca.gov,
dianne.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov, bill. hom@sdcounty.ca.gov, carldemaio@sandiego.gov,
steve@stevedanon.com, campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Cc: Bill Brammer <bb.bewise@yahoo.com>

To whom it may concern,

I am writing on behalf of Be Wise Ranch in regard to the proposed negative declaration and best practices
regarding the county plan for eye gnats. I have reviewed and commented on the attached document which was
originally prepared by Dr. Robert L. Bugg. I wholehartedly agree in my expert opinion with the content and /l
intent of this document and have added some additional thoughts within the document. In addition I have -
attached my resume for your information regarding my expertise in entomology and environmental matters
pertaining to the control of insect pests. Please contact me if I can be of any assistance in this approval process.

Sincerely, -

Dr. Eric S. Paysen

239 Willowspring Dr. N.
Encinitas, CA 92024
1(619)-520-9793




CV: Eric Paysen, Page 1

Curriculum Vitae-Eric Scott Paysen

October 2011
239 Willowspring Dr. N Phone: 619-520-9793
Encinitas, CA 92024 E-Mail: epaysen@gmail.com
Education

Ph.D. Entomology, Clemson University, 2007, 4.0/4.0
Thesis topic: Ecology and population dynamics of ant community
properties at forest edges in the Great Smoky Mountains National Park.
M.S. Entomology, Clemson University, 1999, 4.0/4.0
Thesis topic: Cytogenetics, ecology, and evolution of the black fly pest
Simulium parnassum Malloch.
B.S. Biology, Winthrop University, May 1997, 3.4/4.0
Research interest: Behavior and biological control of Leptoglossus
phyllopus, an agricultural pest

Honors and Awards

Young Scientist of the Year, Bayer Environmental Science, 2006

South Carolina Rural Rehabilitation Corporation Fellowship, Clemson
University, 2005, 2006, 2007

Best Graduate Student Presentation Award, 51% Annual Meeting of the South
Carolina Entomological Society, 2005

Cochran Scholarship Award for Outstanding Graduate Student, South Carolina
Pest Control Association, 2003, 2005

Conservation Scholarship Award, South Carolina Wildlife Federation, 2005

Best Graduate Student Presentation Award, 50" Annual Meeting of the South
Carolina Entomological Society, 2004

Award for Outstanding Graduate Student, South Carolina Entomologlcal
Society, Cochran Award, 2004

Pi Chi Omega Scholarship Award, 2004

Ph.D Scholarship Award, National Conference on Urban Entomology, 2004

Pittman Fellowship Award, Clemson University, 2004

Insect Photo Salon, 3™ and 4™ place entries, Southeastern Branch of the
Entomological Society of America, 2004

Terminix Fellowship Award, 2004, 2006

Creighton Fellowship Award, Clemson University, 2001

Best Graduate Student Presentation Award, Carolina Area Benthological
Workshop, 1999 '

McKinney Fellowship Award, Clemson University, 1997

Sigma Xi Undergraduate Research Award, 1997

Best Undergraduate Presentation Award, 41st Annual Meeting of the
South Carolina Entomological Society, 1995

1
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 2

Award for Outstanding Academic Achievement, Winthrop University
Ecology, 1997
Organic Evolution, 1996
Entomology, 1995
Microbiology, 1995
Cell Biology, 1995
Santee-Cooper Environmental Scholar Award, 1995

Teaching Experience

Instructor, Lloyd Pest Control, Continuing education courses approved by the
California Structrual Pest Control Board - Pesticide safety training series,
MSDS your right to know, Respirator training, Ant biology and control,
Control of bees wasps and hornets in and around structures, Drywood
termite biology and control, Subterranean termite biology and control,
Termite biology and identification, Rodent biology and control, Cockroach

' biology and control, Bedbug biology and control, Flea biology and control,

Termite inspections, Biology and control of nuisance flies, Biology and
control of the pocket gopher, IPM Basics. 2007 - present.

Instructor, Lloyd Pest Control, Basic training for new employees, 2007 - present

Instructor, South Carolina PCO School, Workshop - Insect identification,
2006, 2007

Instructor, Master Pest Control Technician ~ Short Course, Clemson University,
Aants: Identification and Management, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005

Graduate Teaching Assistant, Insect Behavior, Clemson University, 2003, 2005

Invited Guest Lecturer, Clemson University
Ant taxonomy and identification, Urban Entomology Lab., 2002, 2006
Ant biology and control, Urban Entomology, Three lectures, 2002, 2006
Ecology of Invasive Species, Plant Form and Function, 2006
Locomotion, Insect Behavior, 2005
Neural and Hormonal Mechanisms, Insect Behavior, 2005
Hymenoptera, Coleoptera, and Neuroptera, General Entomology, 2004
Proctodaeum: morphology and evolution, Insect Morphology, 2004
Blattidae and Formicidae, Medical and Veterinary Entomology, 2004
Insect metamorphosis and diversity, Six-legged Science, 2004
Formicid ecology and evolution, Environmental Entomology, 2003

Graduate Teaching Assistant, General Entomology Laboratory, Clemson
University, Four Semesters, 1997-1998

‘Competitive Grants

Bayer Environmental Science, Young Scientist of the Year 2006 ($13,500)
King Endowed Memorial Grant, Clemson University, 2005 ($1300)

King Endowed Memorial Grant, Clemson University, 2005 ($395)

Nettles Endowed Memorial Grant, Clemson University, 1998 ($700)
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 3

Affiliations

Entomological Society of America, 1999-present

South Carolina Entomological Society, 1998-present

Sigma Xi Scientific Research Society, Associate Membership, 1998-present
Clemson Entomological Society, 1997-2007

Beta Beta Beta Biological Honor Society, 1997

Relevant Employment

Technical Director, Lloyd Pest Control, San Diego, CA, 2007-present
Major duties include: Providing expert technical guidance for the control
of structural pests to sales, service, and management personnel. Design,
test, implement, and maintain industry leading pest control protocols.
Develop and deliver training for employees in technical, safety,
regulatory, and quality control subjects. Manage the quality control
department. Plan and manage the company safety program. Provide
outreach and training for customers on issues involving bed bugs and
other structural pests.

Research Specialist, Clemson University, Urban Entomology,1999-2007
Duties include: Leadership and management of various field and
laboratory research projects dealing with the control and ecology of ants
and termite baiting systems
Relevant experience: Data management, work with industry contracts,
hiring, training, and supervising staff, and collaboration between industry
and multiple universities

Laboratory Technician, Entomology, Winthrop University 1996-1997 (part-time)

Duties include: Developing protocols, and collecting data involved with

insect feeding research on agricultural pests

Assistant Lab Technician Entomology, Clemson Coastal Research and Extension
Station, Charleston, SC, Summers 1995, 1996
Duties include: Collection of data in agricultural research

Community Service

Volunteer, Insect Festival at Quail Botanical Gardens, Encinitas, CA, 2007, 2008,
2009, 2010, 2011

Volunteer, Insect day a the Childrens Polinski Center, 2007

Volunteer, Bug Night at A.R. Lewis Elementary School, Live insect display, 2006

Mentor, West Oak High School Senior Project, Insect Ecology, 2005, 2006

Organizer, As president led the Clemson Entomological Society’s participation in
Bug Night at Forest Acres Elementary School. Led 12 volunteers, 600
participants, 2004

1
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 4.

Speaker, Conservation ecology discussion and techniques demonstration, Great
Smoky Mountains National Park, High School Intern Program, 2003

Tour Guide/ Speaker, Clemson Arthropod Museum, 2003

Judge, Science Fair at Pendleton Elementary School, 2002

Volunteer, Great Smoky Mountains National Park. All taxa biological inventory
project (Formicidae, Isoptera, Blattodea), 2000-2006

Speaker, Bike safety/maintenance and bike trail ride leader. Cub Scouts, 2001

Volunteer, Trail maintenance, Clemson Experimental Forest, 1997-2004

Speaker, Science day at Kellett Elementary School, 2001

Tour Guide, Junior Academy of Science, 1998

Professional Self-development

The Ant Course 2001 of the California Academy of Sciences. Students were
~accepted on a competitive basis. Intensivel0 day workshop on formicid
taxonomy. Portal, AZ.

Clemson University debate team member, The Annual Meeting of the
Entomological Society of America, Ft. Lauderdale FL. 2002. Topic:
Publicly funded mosquito control efforts in urban areas should take
precedence over private concerns regarding pesticide exposure.

Professional Service

Moderator, Annual Meeting of the Entomological Soceity of America, 2006

Search Committee Member, Department of Entomology Soils and Plant
Sciences, Clemson University. Turf and Ornamental Entomologist, 2006

Resolutions Committee Member, South Carolina Entomelogical Society, 2006

Organizer/Representative, Department of Entomology, Soils, and Plant Sciences,
Clemson University, Graduate Education Expo, 2004

President, Clemson Entomological Society, 2003-2004

Vice-President, Clemson Entomological Society, 2002-2003

Selection committee, Cochran Award for Excellence in Entomology, South
Carolina Entomological Society 2002 _

Moderator, Annual Meeting of the South Carolina Entomological Society, 2000

Professional Presentations

Paysen, E.S. 2010. Bed Bug Resurgence: Revenge of the Bed Bug. Webinar. The
Professional Association for Chartered Property Casualty Underwriters.
(Invited). ,

Paysen, E.S. 2010. Career Paths in Industry: a Technical Director’s Perspective.
Entomological Society of America Annual Meeting. San Diego, CA
(Invited).

——ag
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 5

Paysen, E.S. 2009. Practical Approaches to Bed Bug Control. 18" University of ~ ]

California Riverside Urban Pest Management Conference. Riverside CA
(Invited).

Paysen, E.S. 2008. Biology and Control of the Bed Bug Cimex lectularius. San
Diego Zoo, San Diego CA (Invited).

Paysen, E.S., W. K. Reeves, P.A. Zungoli, and E. P. Benson. 2006. Ploymorphism
in the odorous house ant. Entomological SOC1ety of America Annual
Meeting. Indianapolis, IN

Nelder, M. P., E. S. Paysen, P. A. Zungoli, and E. P. Benson. 2006. Fear and
loathing in South Carolina: Emergence of the introduced ant
Pachycondyla chinensis (Ponerinae), as a public health threat.
Entomological Society of America Annual Meeting. Indianapolis, IN

Zungoli, P. A, E. P. Benson, A. S. Tebeau, and E. S. Paysen. 2006. Management
sirategies for the invasive ponerine ant, Pachycondyla chinensis (Emery)
(Hymenoptera: Formicidae). Entomological Society of Amenca Annual
Meeting. Indianapolis, IN

Paysen, E. S. 2006. Using community ecology to understand ant pests. Annual

. Meeting of the National Pest Management Association. Grapevine, TX
(Invited, Award Winner)

Paysen, E. S. 2006. Invasive ants threatening biodiversity in South Carolina.
Symposium — focus on biodiversity. 52™ Annual Meeting, South Carolina
Entomological Society, Hickory Knob State Park, SC (Invited)

Nelder, M. P., E. S. Paysen, P. A. Zungoli, and E. P. Benson. 2006. Adverse
immune response caused by stings of Pachycondyla chinensis (Emery): an
invasive ant in South Carolina. 52" Annual Meeting, South Carolina
Entomological Society, Hickory Knob State Park, SC

Paysen, E. S., M. P. Nelder, P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson. 2006. Natural history,
community ecology, and medical status of an invasive, stinging ant pest,
Pachycondyla chinensis, in the United States. National Conference on
Urban Entomology, Raleigh, NC.

Nelder, M.P., E.S. Paysen, P.A. Zungoli, and E.P. Benson. 2006. Pachycondyla
chinensis: an introduced ant of medical importance in South Carolina. 80"
Annual Meeting of the Southeastern Branch of the Entomological Society
of America, Wilmington, NC

Paysen, E. S., M. P. Nelder, P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson. 2005. Ecology and
medical importance of the introduced ant Pachycondyla chinensis
(Formicidae: Ponerinae) in South Carolina. 51* Annual Meeting, South
Carolina Entomological Society, Charleston, SC. (Award Winner)

Paysen, E.S., P. A Zungoli, E.P. Benson, and D. A. Oswalt. 2005. Formicid
community structure and forest edge effects in the Great Smoky
Mountains National Park. Entomological Society of America Annual
Meeting. Ft. Lauderdale, FL.

]
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 6

Oswalt, D. A., E. P. Benson, P. A. Zungoli, and E. S. Paysen. 2005. Thermal
regulation and variation in nests of the black carpenter ant, Camponotus
pennsylvanicus, infesting hardwood trees. Entomological Society of
America Annual Meeting. Ft. Lauderdale, FL

Zungoli, P.A., E. S. Paysen, E.P. Benson, and J.S. Nauman. 2005. Colony and
habitat characteristics of Pachycondyla chinensis (Emery) (Hymenoptera:
Formicidae). International Conference of Urban Pests. Singapore.

Paysen, E.S., P. A Zungoli, and E.P. Benson. 2004. Diversity and Abundance of
Appalachian Ants at Forest Edges. 50" Annual Meeting, South Carolina

4 Entomological Society, Columbia, SC. (Award Winner)

Paysen, E. S. 2004 Ant identification for technicians in the field. 45" Annual
Meeting of the South Carolina Pest Control Association. (Invited)

Paysen, E. S. 2004. Understanding ant community structure in an urban
environment. National Conference on Urban Entomology. Symposium on
ant ecology. Phoenix, AZ. (Invited, Award Winner)

Paysen, E.S., P.A.Zungoli, and E. P. Benson. 2003. The impact of auxiliary
stations on subterranean termite foraging during a Sentricon baiting
program. 49™ Annual Meeting, South Carolina Entomological Society,
Clemson, SC.

~ Paysen, E.S. 2003. Ant populations: What’s around your accounts? 44% Annual
Meeting of the South Carolina Pest Control Association. (Invited)

Paysen, E. S., P.A. Zungoli, and E.P. Benson. 2002. Formicid community
structure around buildings with Argentine Ant infestations. Annual

- Meeting of the Entomological Society of America. Ft. Lauderdale, FL.

Paysen, E.S., Zettler, J., Robinson, B., and J. Sargent. 2001. Foraging
behavior of imported Solenopsis invicta and coexisting native Formica .
schaufussi. Annual Meeting of the Entomological Society of America.
San Diego, CA.

Paysen, E.S. 1999. Cytogenetics, ecology, and evolution of a Black Fly
pest Simulium parnassum. Carolina Area Benthological Workshop.
Charlotte, NC. (Award winner)

Paysen, E.S. 1998. Cytogenetics, ecology, and evolution of a Black Fly
pest Simulium parnassum. Clemson University Entomology
Departmental Seminar. Clemson, SC.

Paysen, E.S., and Adler, P.H. 1998. A new species of black fly from the
mountain streams of South Carolina. 44th Annual Meeting, South
Carolina Entomological Society. Cypress Gardens, SC.

Paysen, E.S., and Adler, P.H. 1998. Simulium parnassum: isita
complex? Southern Extension and Research Activities
Information Exchange Group. Vero Beach, FL.

Mitchell, P.L., E.S. Paysen, and M. Schaffer. 1997. Seasonal patterns in
mortality factors affecting leaffooted bug eggs (Hemiptera:

Coreidae). 43rd Annual Meeting South Carolina Entomological
Society. Florence, SC.
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CV: Eric Paysen, Page 7

Paysen, E. S. 1997. Biological control of the leaffooted bug. Winthrop
University Biology Departmental Seminar. Rock Hill, SC

Paysen, E. S. 1997. The response of leaffooted bug, Leptoglossus phyllopus ,
(Hemiptera:Heteroptera: Coreidae) eggs to constant temperatures. South
Carolina Beta Beta Beta Meeting. Greenville, SC.

Paysen, E. S. 1995. The response of leaffooted bug, Leproglossus
phyllopus , (Hemiptera:Heteroptera: Coreidae) eggs to constant
temperatures. 41st Annual Meeting, South Carolina Entomological
Society. Hickory Knob State Park, SC. (Award winner)

Publications

Refereed Articles
Nelder, M. P, E. S. Paysen, P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson. 2006. Emergence of
the introduced ant Pachycondyla chinensis as a public-health threat in the
southeastern United States. Journal of Medical Entomology. 43 (5) 1094-
1098. '
Paysen; E. S., P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson, and J. J. DeMark. 2004."
Impact of Auxiliary Stations in a Baiting Program for Subterranean
Termites (Isoptera: Rhinotermitidae). Florida Entomologist 87 (4).
Paysen, E.S. and P. H. Adler. 2000. Taxonomy and polytene
chromosomes of Simulimu parnassum Malloch (Diptera Simuliidae).
Proceedings of the Enotmological Society of Washington 102: 843-851.
Reeves, W.K. and E.S. Paysen. 1999. Black flies (Diptera: Simuliidae) and a
new species of caddisfly (Trichoptera: Hydropsychidae) in
Northwestern Georgia Cave Streams. Entomological News 110: 253 259.
Mitchell, P.L., E. S. Paysen, A. E. Muckenfuss, M. Schaffer, and B.M.
Shepard. 1998. Natural mortality of Leafooted Bug (Hemiptera:
Heteroptera:Coreidae) eggs in cowpea. Journal of Agricultural and Urban
Entomology 16: 25-36.

Non-Refereed Publications

Field, H. C,, Klotz, J., and E. S. Paysen. 2011. Holistic Approach. Pest Control
Technology Magazine. November, Pp. 58-63.

Paysen, E. S. 2010. The Africanized Honeybee: Is Its Reputation Worse Than Its
Sting? Pest Control Technology Magazine. August, Pp. 117-118.

Paysen, E. S. P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson 2007. Packing a Punch: An up-and-
coming ant pest has a sting that should make pcos and their customers
wary .Pest Control Technology Magazine. April

Paysen, E. S. 2006. Ten questions with Eric Paysen, young scientist of the year.
Pest Management Magazine. Podcast: Pest Control Presents, Episode 33.

Paysen, E. S., P. A. Zungoli, E. P. Benson, and J. J. DeMark. 2004. Auxiliary
stations add wallop to termite baiting programs. Pest Control Technology
Magazine. March, Pp.44-48.

—
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Via E-mail: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

June 19, 2012
RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration
~ Dear Mr. Miller:

Here are my comments on the proposed San Diego County "Negative Declaration
and Initial Study" regarding eye gnats (Liohippelates collusor [Townsend],
Liohippelates spp., and Hippelates spp. (Diptera: Chloropidae).

I have a'Ph.D. in entomology from UC Davis, and have extensive experience in
research, extension, and implementation of sustainable agricultural practices,
including least-toxic pest management, cover cropping, hedgerow design and
establishment, biological control, native pollinator conservation; and ecological soil
management. I have authored over fifty refereed scientific publications on these and
related themes. I have worked with a wide range of crops, including alfalfa,
vegetables, potatoes, pecans, almonds, walnuts, and win egrapes. I was co-originator
and implementer of the Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems (BIOS) projects,
which involved farmer-to-farmer exchanges and farmer-scientist teams and were
the first multi-media agricultural pollution reduction projects in the USA. I also co-
originated the Biologically Integrated Farming Systems competitive grants program,
which expanded this approach to numerous crops in California.

In addition Dr. Eric Paysen has reviewed and commented on this document as well
as the proposed county documents and research. Dr. Paysen holds both Masters and
Ph.D. degrees in entomology. He has extensive experience in conservation ecology,

agricultural integrated pest management, fly genetics, and population dynamics. Dr,

Paysen is currently emploved as the technical director for a large pest control firm

where he designs and implements environmentally sound pest control programs.

I am undertaking this work for Mr. Brammer on a pro bono basis because I believe
that his case has great merit and that public policy should be based on the best
science and reasonable process. _—

I am very concerned about the proposed negative declaration and the 2010 and
2011 reports (by Mr. Bethke, the U.C. Cooperative Extension Floriculture and
Nursery Farm Advisor and colleagues) on which this proposed negative declaration
is based. My general concerns are:




(1) The proposed negative declaration essentially (through it’s
recommendations) identifies Be Wise Ranch as the sole source of the eye

gnat problem, when a reasonable reading of the relevant studies, including
some of Mr. Bethke’s, would indicate that residential plantings, the golf
course, seasonal wetlands, and the San Dieguito River are all major sources.
This is not only logical based on the biology of these flies but is also
supported by eve-witness accounts of eye gnats in the area prior to the
present farming practices. The situation calls for reasoned, community-wide,
integrated approaches rather than draconian measures against Be Wise
Ranch. Long ago, Dr. EF. Legner and Dr. E.C. Bay, both entomologists at UC
Riverside, wrote about the importance of an integrated, community-wide
approach to eye gnat issues, and these statements should provide guidance
in the present case. A unified, community-wide effort is necessary to
permanently abate the problem (Legner, E.F. & Bay, E.C. 1970. Hippelates Eye
Gnat Breeding in the Southwest. California Agriculture 24(5):1, 4-6.). Bay and
Legner (Bay, E.C. & Legner, E.F. 1963. The prospect for the biological control
of Hippelates collusor (Townsend) in southern California. Proceedings of the
California Mosquito Control Association, Inc. 31:76-79) also wrote of the
importance of eye gnat breeding habitats other than tilled agricultural fields:
"Hippelates are more dependent on living grasses than heretofore realized ..
. disturbed sandy soil, although an important breeding site, is less a
prerequisite to Hippelates development than commonly thought....").
Similarly, Dr. Mir S. Mulla (Mulla, M.S. 1962. The breeding niches of
Hippelates gnats. Annals of the Entomological Society of America 55(4):389-
393) reported that, in addition to breeding in irrigated, tilled farmland, eye
gnats also reproduce in certain non-tilled areas, including golf courses, new
lawns, ditch banks, canal shoulders, and alfalfa-barley fields.

(2) Mr. Bethke and colleagues have used sampling regimes that have not
systematically assessed important Liohippelates collusor breeding habitats in
The Vineyard Golf Course and associated seasonal wetlands. These omissions
include failure to locate emergence traps in the irrigated, middle portions of
the golf course fairways, where divots, sand additions, irrigation, and
abundant dead, green matter (comminuted by mowing) combine to produce
excellent habitat for Liohippelates. Mr: Bethke and colleagues have instead -
restricted their emergence trap placement to the periphery of fairways,
where disturbance, plant growth, divots, sand introduction, irrigation, and
plant growth are all much less. In addition there has been an extreme paucity
in sampling effort in these areas with only a few poorly placed traps in
comparison to the numerous samples taken near or on the farm. It is simply
not legitimate to extrapolate count data from such traps to the entire golf
course.

(3) Mr. Bethke and colleagues have largely ignored the San Dieguito River bed as

a potential source of Liohippelates collusor. Specifically, Mr. Bethke and
colleagues only placed two emergence traps in the riverbed, and these were
positioned in roadside settings that are certainly not representative of the
riverbed as a whole. Rather, the traps were positioned in a roadside setting

5
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that does not entail much water or vegetation, or disturbance regimes typical
of the riverbed-as a whole. Dr. Legner’s earlier studies have shown that
stream banks are major breeding sites for eye gnat {see point 1 above). Again
this sampling regime is not scientifically sound and should certainly not be
used to base policy which will cripple a local business.

(4) The proposed policynegative-declaration dictates large increases in the
collar trap density over the density originally proposed by the Floriculture
and Nursery Farm Advisor. These increases appear to be arbitrary and; again,
notbased on sound experimental design, analysis, and interpretation. The
proposed negative declaration would also cause a great increase in cost to
the farmer not only because of the increase in density but also because they
would include within-field traps that are more difficult to maintain than
those on the field edges and on the farm perimeter. Mr. Bethke’s original
recommendation, contained in email messages to Mr. Brammer of January 11
and 12, 2012, was for 2,000 collar traps arranged on the perimeter of the
farm, at intervals of 10’ - 30’, depending on which crops were growing and
whether the field was covered with plastic mulch. By contrast, in the 2011
report (issued in May 2012), in the recommendation for eye gnat control for
Be Wise Ranch, the number, for reasons unspecified, was increased to 6,900
collar traps to be arrayed in two offset rows of at 10’ apart, plus 43 collar
traps per acre in all tilled fields. In addition, all dried and green matter was
stipulated to be removed from the farm. No scientific basis has been provided
for the increases in trap densities of the other changes. The original plan
requires ca $600 per acre, whereas the arbitrarily and capriciously revised
plan would cost upwards of $3,500 per acre, and would render even
strawberry production a net loss operation of $2,500 per acre. The proposed
management regimes will make it economically impossible to farm
organically in Escondido. This has been clearly established through data
provided by Bill Brammer of Be Wise Ranch.

(5) The insecticide Ecotrol does not work against eye gnat based on Mr.
Bethke's data (2010 report, tables 4, 5, 6), yet Ecotrol is prescribed for
alternate-week spraying under the proposed negative declaration. This is
clearly in opposition to modern integrated pest management practices and
needlessly places unnecessary pesticides in the environment. It is especially
concerning that the county would mandate such needless applications in

close proximity to a sensitive riparian habitat. —

(6) In the 2010 report, Mr: Bethke and colleagues have presented count data
from collar traps in a very misleading manner, including the truncation of a
graph (Fig. 4) that, if presented in full, would show that by far the highest eye
gnat densities are encountered at sites miles away from Be Wise Ranch,
including one site immediately adjoining Kit Carson Park.

(7) The practices promoted in the proposed negative declaration are at marked
variance with trapping regimes successfully used in Coachella, CA, and Yuma,
AZ, in which cases a single trapline is maintained along the agricultural-
suburban interface, with additional traps in parks and golf courses.

] 5
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(8) If the proposed policy is implemented, the organic farmer will immediately
be found to be out of compliance; will have no further regulatory recourse;
will have to undertake costly, ineffective practices that will put him in
violation of his lease and in violation of Organic production standards; will be
forced to undertake practices that'impair surface waters; and, ultimately, will
be put out of business. .

{9) 2012 sampling by Mr. Bethke has shown a 98% reduction in counts of eye
gnats in five collar traps on The Vineyard Golf Course, including traps that
immediately adjoin Be Wise Ranch. This suggests that the traplines and other

control measures already in place on the farm are working excellently (Bryan V

Vander Mey, Staff Research Associate, UC Cooperative Extension, FAX
message, June 13, 2012). This information further suggests that the
additional burdensome, unreasonable, and ineffective measures and
practices envisioned under the proposed negative declaration would be
superfluous and should be rejected. '

————

In summary, based on readily available science, the proposed negative declaration is
seriously flawed in that it will require ineffective pesticide applications, fail to solve
the eve gnat problem in the community and is not a financially sustainable or

| environmentally-sound proposal. anFor these reasons the proposed negative
declaration should-sheuld-d be rejected. If implemented, the proposed negative
declaration will drive a highly productive organic farm out of business.-and-swill
definitely-not-selvethe-eye-gnatprobleminEsecondide: This would occur at a time
when collar trap sampling is clearly showing the current practices at Be Wise Ranch
are drastically reducing the incidence of eye gnats emanating from the farm. Solving
the eye gnat problem in the long run will require a conscientious, sober, community-
wide commitment and systematic control efforts in other major breeding habitats in
the area, complementing the excellent and effective efforts that have already been
made by Bill Brammer and his colleagues at Be Wise Ranch.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Bugg, Ph.D.
Entomologist

1555 Pinnacles Place
Davis, CA 95616-6660
C530-219-7834

S—
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From: Jane Sooby

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyeanat

Cc: "Jane Sooby"

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:48:57 PM

Attn. to: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
June 20, 2012
Dear San Diego County Board of Supervisors, ! )

This comment is submitted by the Organic Farming Research Foundation (OFRF), a |
national non-profit whose mission is to foster the improvement and widespread
adoption of organic farming systems. OFRF has privately- funded organic research
and education projects across the country since 1990 and also maintains a strong
policy program.

OFRF has been informed that the San Diego County Board of Supervisors is
considering an ordinance that changes the definition of “vector” in the County Code
to include eye gnats. Among a number of other things, this ordinance sets forth a
number of eye gnat abatement measures that a farmer must implement in the case
that “a substantial number of eye gnat complaints” are received.

We have spoken with UC Cooperative Extension specialist Jim Bethke and
understand that eye gnats have in the recent past been a nuisance in the
communities of Jacumba and Escondido. Because there are organic farms adjacent
to these communities, people think that these farms are the source of the eye gnats.

OFRF is very concerned that the ordinance being contemplated by the County singles
out organic farmers as the only source of eye gnat emergence. San Diego County is

home to 347 organic farms registered with the State of California, farming a total of
6,700 acres. Organic sales in San Diego County in the year 2011 were $28.6 million.

Organic farming is an important segment of San Diego County’s economy.

Land under organic management provides a number of environmental benefits in
addition to producing food, fiber, and feed. OFRF has evaluated the scientific
literature and documented that organic farming builds soil quality, maintains water
quality, protects biodiversity, reduces human exposure to synthetic agricultural
chemicals, and has potential to mitigate climate change by sequestering carbon.

From this perspective, OFRF offers these comments on the proposed Ordinance
Amending the San Diego County Code of Regulatory Ordinances Relating to Vector
Control.

1. OFRF finds it problematic that organic farms are singled out in the proposed
ordinance. The assumption seems to be that non-organic farms or other potential
habitats ‘

--such as landscaping, parks, or golf courses--will never be a source of eye gnat
emergence. To focus the ordinance exclusively on organic farms may tie

the County’s hands in terms of future enforcement if non-organic farms or other
fandscape types are found to be eye gnat breeding areas.




We note that the 2011 Eye Gnat report indicates a substantial number of eye gnéts {
were trapped in areas near residential landscaping. This suggests that focusing

_ control efforts exclusively on organic farms may not be adequate to solve the eye
gnat problem. -

2. We've also observed that the Eye Gnat Complaints in South Escondido have been
minimal from Oct. 16, 2011, to the present. This suggests that 1, either existing
~control measures or climate conditions are reducing the eye gnat problem; and 2.

that the County has adequate time to further refine its public policy regarding eye
gnats. ' . '

3. The primary “cultural control” recommended by UC Cooperative Extension to
manage eye gnats is to "Reduce the amount or stop tilling fresh or dry organic

matter into the soil entirely.” This suggestion contradicts the primary soil-building,
fertility, and -pest management strategy utilized by organic farmers worldwide:

growing and incorporating organic matter, usually in the form of a cover crop. We
encourage UC Cooperative Extension personnel to investigate other options for eye
gnat management that do not undermine the best management practices of organic
farmers, and we suggest that the County not adopt such a recommendation as part -
of its public policy.
4. OFRF is very concerned that the County is poised to implement policy that would
require organic farmers to apply synthetic pesticides that are not allowed under the
National Organic Standards and would disqualify the ground from being certified
organic for a period of three years after application. Such a policy could have a
devastating impact on the viability of organic farms in San Diego County.

—mad

5. The existing definition of “vector” is “an animal capable of transmitting the
causative agent of human disease.” This is the commonly understood, medically and
biologically accepted definition of the word “vector.” Eye gnats are not considered to
be “vectors” because they do not carry agents of disease. This is a native insect that
has been occupying the region probably since humans first arrived. They may be a
nuisance, but it is inappropriate to redefine the word “vector” to include eye gnats
when they have not been shown to be a causative agent of human or animal
disease.

Inserting the language ™ "Vector’ also includes eye gnats” into Chapter 2 of the
County Code has no basis in fact or the English language. We understand that, in
order for the County to assume the powers to enforce eye gnat abatement measures
on organic farmers, the word “vector” must be defined in such a way as to include
eye gnats; however we think that this is an inappropriate modification of word
meaning. ‘

It is clear from the Eye Gnat reports that UC Cooperative Extension personnel and
the neighbor organic farms have made tremendous efforts to manage the eye gnats.
It appears that these efforts have been largely successful, particularly in Escondido.

We urge that the Board of Supervisors take the time to revise the proposed
ordinance so as to reduce its burden on organic farmers, and that the Board
exercise good judgment guided by valid science in setting public policy regarding
eye gnat management.

Sincerely,

Z
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From: MC Hagerty

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyvegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Jacob, Dianne; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.qov;
steve@stévedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Be Wise Eye Gnat Problem

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 12:11:57 PM

Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

) .
I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be
completed about the Eye Gnat Ordinance Program. The Negative
Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and offers no meaningful
solutions that keep Organic Standards intact. This is a devastating
report and its consequences are equally bad for the large organic
farming community located in San Diego County. Organic farmers will
be upset over the possible use of pesticides that will be required
just to calm a few households not educated about the harms of trying
to control pests by poisoning them with pesticides. Ultimately the
pests build up resistance and newer, stronger pesticides will be
required. In the mean time organic farming in San Diego County will
be done. What will be the economic results to the county by these
short-sighted measures. How many jobs will be lost?
The harms of pesticides are only now being recognized and are found
to be extremely harmful to the soil, to the air and ground water
and to the ocean. I have not even begun to mention all the human
health problems related to high pesticide residues on our foods and
in our environment. Have the Supervisors been paid off by the Z
chemical companies who are trying to destroy the organic movement? Or
maybe the homeowners are contributing to the re-election campaigns of
the Supervisors?

LI —

If this is passed in its current form, this ordinance would:

-1. Force organic farms to spray pesticides whenever an unspecified
number of complaints from neighbors ‘are received. This strips the
farm of its organic certification and affects the health of
surrounding populations.

2. Give one person complete control over the {previously) organic
farm and its operations. The Director of Vector Control has full
power to seek relief from applicable, validated and practicable

control measures. This can be achieved by ordering a fallow period, 5
changing a farmer's crop selection or by ordering the implementation
of a "barrier" crop.

3. Reduce farmable acreage by possibly mandating the use of "barrier"
crops, which would have a negative financial impact on farmers.

4. Shut organic farms down during peak growing season, possibly for
weeks during the summer, the peak growing season. This fallow period
could effectively close most organic farms in San Diego County.

5. Target organic farms without a scientific basis by solely acting




on neighbor complaints, and the decision of a single director
responding to these complaints. The director has the authority to
override input from scientific or agricultural agencies knowledgeable
about organic farming.

The solution is to give the farms sufficient time to implement the
voluntary community wide measures and reject the ordinance in its
current punitive form. Local supermarkets, Whole Foods, People's

Organic Co-op and Jimbo's are promoting organics and are against this

ordinance. : »
Sincerely,
MC Hagerty

PO Box 131133
Carlsbad, CA 92013

——
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From: Erick_Altona

To: . LUE! EH-Eyean.

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Objection to Negative Declaration
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 3:13:41 PM

Attachments: Altona itr 6-19-12 pdf

Dear Mr. Miller,

Please see attached letter.

Erick R. Altona

Lounsbery Ferguson Altona & Peak, LLP
960 Canterbury Place, Suite 300
Escondido, CA 92025

USA

(760) 743-1226, ext. 106

Fax: (760) 743-9926

era@lfap.com
www.Ifap.com

The information contained in this electronic mail transmission is confidential and intended to
be sent only to the stated recipient of the transmission. It may therefore be protected from
unauthorized use or dissemination by the attorey-client and/or attorney work-product
privileges. If you are not the intended recipient or the intended recipient's agent, you are
hereby notified that any review, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. You are also asked to notify us immediately by
telephone and to retumn the original document to us mmmediately by mail at the address
above.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.



ERICK ALTONA
2302 Meadow Lark Drive
San Diego, CA 92123 .
(760) 743-1226 (x106) work
(760) 443-4059 cell

VIA EMAIL eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

June 19, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Objection to Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller: ' —

[ 'am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is
inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will
be caused by the ordinance. As such, the Negative Declaration violates the California
Environmental Equality Act (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 ef seq.) (“CEQA™).

The proposed Ordinance would give the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides
(Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin) on organic crops grown at Be
Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status, an end to the healthy, fresh
produce the farm provides for me and my family, and a loss of productive organic farmland.

Eyes gnats are endemic to San Diego County and their population varies widely from time to
time according to numerous variables, most of which are unknown, as with most insects. The
little research conducted by the County so far lacks the necessary controls and has been

- conducted for such a short period of time that no valid conclusions are possible. Itis particularly
noteworthy in this regard that the number of eye gnats appears to have dropped substantially
from last year. Without an understanding of the year to year variation in density and the causes
for such variability, there is no scientific basis for any-control measures and hence no basis for a
Negative Declaration.

One thing that is certain, an eye gnat is not a “vector” and hence should not be subject to control
by the County. The County’s own website defines vector as “an animal or insect that can carry
and pass on a human disease.” The definition in Ord. Sec 64.202(f) is similar. These definitions
are consistent with the dictionary and scientific meaning of the word. The gnats here not vectors
at all but nuisances in and of themselves. No one is complaining that they have caught any




Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
June 19,2012

Page 2 of 2

disease from the gnats, only that they are unpleasant. Yet the Eye Gnat Ordinance proposes to

include eye gnats in the definition of “vector” and thus the County seeks to give itself to the 5
power to enter onto property without permission and to close lawful businesses. Specifically conH N
with regard to the Escondido/San Pascal Valley eye gnat problem, the County is attempting to
expand its authority to regulate a matter otherwise within Escondido and City of San Diego
control. As localized nuisances which do not spread disease, the eye gnats in San Pascual Valley
are not subject to County regulation.

- In addition, the Eye Gnat Ordinance violates CEQA because the Ordinance does not qualify as
an exempt project under CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(1). The Eye Gnat Ordinance will
have a significant impact on agricultural resources because it may result in conversion of
farmland to non-agricultural uses by forcing organic farmers to cease operations. The Eye Gnat
Ordinance may also significantly impact air quality by requiring pesticide application and may
significantly impact biological resources, specifically the Santa Ysabel watershed which drains
into the San Dieguito River. Hydrology and water quality may thus be degraded. Further, the L
public and environment may be exposed to harm from the routine transport, use and/or disposal
of hazardous materials, i.e. pesticides. A Negative Declaration is obviously improper unless the
Ordinance’s pesticide provisions are deleted.

The eye gnat problem is real but the Eye Gnat Ordinance is not the solution. It represents an
attempt to mollify some residents by sacrificing a few farmers in violation of the law and without
any assurance that the sacrifice will bring any relief.

Se—

Sincerely,

Erick R. Altona
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From: Amber Cassen

To: LUEG, DEH -Evegnat

Subject: San Diego County"s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 9:46:03 AM

Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

D —

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be completed abouit the Eye Gnat
Ordinance Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and offers no meaningful
solutions that keep Organic Standards intact. This is a devastating report and its consequences are
equally bad for the large organic farming community located in San Diego County. Organic farmers will
be upset over the possible use of pesticides that will be required just to calm a few households not
educated about the harms of trying to control pests by poisoning them with pesticides. Ultimately the
pests build. up resistance and newer, stronger pesticides will be required. In the mean time organic
farming in San Diego County will be done. What will be the economic results to the county by these
short-sighted measures. How many jobs will be lost?

The harms of pesticides are only now being recognized and are found to be extremely harmful to the
soil, to the air and ground water and to the ocean. I have not even begun to mention all the human
health problems related to high pesticide residues on our foods and in our environment. Have the
Supervisors been paid off by the chemical companies who are trying to destroy the organic movement?
Or maybe the homeowners are contributing to the re-election campaigns of the Supervisors?

If this is passed in its current form, this ordinance would:

1. Force organic farms to spray pesticides whenever an unspecified number of complaints from
neighbors are received. This strips the farm of its organic certification and affects the heaith of

surrounding populations.

2. Give one person complete control over the (previously) organic farm and its operations. The Director
of Vector Control has full power to seek relief from applicable, validated and practicable control
measures. This can be achieved by ordering a fallow period, changing a farmer's crop selection or by
ordering the implementation of a "barrier" crop.

3. Reduce farmable acreage by possibly mandating the use of "barrier" crops, which would have a
negative financial impact on farmers.

4. Shut organic farms down during peak growing season, possibly for weeks during the summer, the
peak growing season. This fallow period could effectively close most organic farms in San Diego County.

5. Target organic farms without a scientific basis by solely ading on neighbor complaints, and the
decision of a single director responding to these complaints. The director has the authority to override
input from scientific or agricultural agencies knowledgeable about organic farming.

The solution is to give the farms sufficient time to implement the voluntary community wide measures
and reject the ordinance in its current punitive form. Local supermarkets, Whole Foods, People's
Organic Co-op and Jimbo's are promoting organics and are against this ordinance.

Sincerely, —_—

Amber Cassen
3522 Corte Mora
Carlsbad, CA 92009
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From: Stacey Hard

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Request for Full impact report
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 9:49:20 AM

Hello, T am writing to request a full environmental impact report be provided for the Eye Gnat
ordinance proposal. Iam very concerned of the impact spraying all areas of San Diego county will have
on my family and my ability to buy local organic fruits and vegetables. Thank you for taking the time to
do the proper and appropriate research prior to rushing into any decisions on this matter. Thank you,
Stacey Hard, 597 Hoilly lane, Vista, CA 92084 760-809-9722




A.97

From: Danigl Osman

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Cc: Danie| Osman

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program -- Negative Declaration

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 2:17:52 PM

Dear Mr. Miller: —

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance Program. The proposed ordinance gives the
County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the organic crops grown
at Be Wise Ranch. Spraying pesticides on an organic farm will mean not only the
end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status, and thus destruction of a local business, but
also an end to the organic produce the farm produces for my family. Such a
decision should not be taken lightly. Please consider the significant impacts to the
environment, to business, and to citizen opportunity and access to organic produce
that will be created by the ordinance. Please investigate a pesticide-free alternative.

Thank you for your consideration,

Daniel Alan Osman
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From: Karen Andersen
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horp, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daver upervisor.com; Ida; Bob Curtin; Be Wise Ranch
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program- Negative Declaration
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 9:49:26 AM
Hello Mr. Miller, —

I am writing to vehemently request a full Environmental Impact Report be
prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance & Program. The Negative
Declaration that was previously prepared is inadequate and provides almost no
meaningful analysis’ of important environmental impacts that will be caused by this

ordinance. —)

I cannot begin to fathom the cost and loss that will be brought upon small
businesses and farms. Not the mention the cost to me and my family as we utilize
the produce and rely on them for fresh organic pesticide free foods.

Spraying pesticides in our community impacts not only the plants, but the animals
and people as well. The San Pasqual Valley is an open park and agriculture preserve
that supports many species. Spraying pesticides would allow poison to enter the food
chain; which relates to not only the animals of in the area, but the people as well.
Your environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts. I am concerned
not only for the health of my family but the local ecosystem as well. We are only as
strong as our lowest member on the food chain.I want to know what these impacts
will have!

One other concern I'd like to point out, is the rush of this ordinance. The county
is rushing this without environmental review. Considering that the numbers of Eye
Gnats are down from previous years, the County can afford to give this proper time
before prematurely implementing regulations that will hurt not only the people,
plants and animals that depend on this poison free zone, but our local businesses as
well.

Please consider the impacts to the environment and to the health of my family
that will be created by your ordinance. I am asking you to do the right thing and
-~ work on a pesticide free-alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you for your time!

Karen Andersen



.99

From: scottal124@aol.com

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Cc: Slater, Pam

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance Review

Date: ’ Tuesday, June 19, 2012 2:21:13 PM
Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance : —

Dear Mr. Mitler

| am a CSA customer of Be Wise Ranch and have heard of the potential spraying for eye gnats. |
strongly disagree with spraying any pesticides on cropsf/fields certified or not certified organic. The
health and environmental issues are obvious. The cost may not be. But 1 for one would no longer buy
produce grown in any area where there is spraying. ‘

| believe the spraying is premature and growers need to be given more time to show they are
alleviating the problem naturally.

Sincerely,
Kathy Aldern
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From: Kim Knox [kim@kk2.com]

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 7:00 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Negative Declaration : —

Please prepare a full Environmertal Impact Report for the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance. The

Negative Declaration is inadequate and may mean pesticides will be sprayed on the crops at Be j
Wise Ranch, where my family gets our organic produce. They've been a responsible member of
the community for many years and deserve a chance to handle the pest problem without being

put out of business. '

-Kim
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From: Laura Hunter

To: LUEG, DEH-Fyegnat

Subject: Eye gnat comment letter- EIR must be done |
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 3:10:55 PM

Attachments: eye_gnaf eir.pdf

Please find attached our comment letter on the eye gnat ND.

Thanks
Laura Hunter

{760) 740-9405
earthlover@shcglobal.net



Laura Hunter and Ron Forster
744 Quiet Hills Farm Road Escondido CA 92029 760-740-9405 earthlover@sbcglobal.net

June 19, 2012

County Board of Supervisors
County Administration Building
1600 Pacific Highway

San Diego, CA 92101

Re:  Request for Require Full EIR for Eye Gnat Ordinance

Dear Chairman Roberts and Supervisors:
S eraran)

We live in North County near Lake Hodges and have previously submitted comments on this issue. We
strongly oppose the Negative Declaration that has been proposed by the staff. There are countless
reasons why this ordinance, as drafted, could have very significant environmental impacts. We support the
comments outlined in the letter from Environmental Health Coalition and others who have raised the issues
related to the pesticide use. The impacts to human and environmental health are significant and it is even
more egregious in this case since the use is unnecessary and would have a huge negative economic Impact
on one of North County’s most valuable businesses.

This ordinance should be either re-written to delete the designation of eye-gnats as vectors and require non-
chemical BMPs or the County needs to do an environmental impact report to analyze alternatives (includine
the no project alternative) and propose adequate mitigations. Further, these are VERY dangerous and toxic
materials and will have impacts on the local wildlife, water quality, and could contaminate local human
residents and trail users through pesticide drift. We also have many vulnerable endangered birds and
amphibians in the river park that are highly susceptible to pesticide exposure. None of these impacts have
been analyzed or mitigated and must be for your action to be legally done.

Frankly, we know that government do better than just randomly spray toxic chemicals on our problems and
hope they go away. The County should seize this opportunity to work together with Be Wise Ranch and the
San Dieguito River Park to develop pesticide free solutions to this issue.

Please require an environmental impact report and alternatives analysis for this proposed ordinance. If you
don’t have that information, it will be impossible for you to make an informed decision.

Sincerely,

~ —/
N BT e A =

Laura Hunter and Ron Forster

cc.evegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123
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From: mki

To: E H- n

Cc: Teri Wyness

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance - Negative Declaration
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 3:21:06 PM
Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Mr. Miller,

This e-mail expresses our concern regarding the proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance - Negative Declaration and the potential to require chemical
pesticide application in the San Pasqual agriculture and open space
park. Use of chemical pesticides in the preserve would end organic
farming activity, at least, and could end the use of the valley as any
kind of preserve.

As participants in the Bee Wise Ranch Organic Farm cooperative, we
support local organic growers and enjoy the quality of food that such an
activity provides,

We do not support required applications of chemical pesticides in San
Pasqual Valley or anywhere in San Diego County where organic farming is
in practice,

We are concerned that a long standing organic farming business will be
forced to close and a long standing preserve may be irreparably damaged
due to this proposed ordinance.

Sincerely

Michael Lasiter
Teri Wyness

15311 San Moritz
Poway, CA 92064

I..._.A
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From: sophie chen
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program- Nagative Declaration

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 3:54:19 PM

Dear Mr. Miller,
—

The Negative Declaration is inadequate and provides minimum analysis of
important environment impacts as a result of the ordinance.

As a result of the proposed ordinance, farms like Be Wise Ranch will lose
their organic status and many families include myself will lose a reliable and
affordable source of fresh, healthy vegetables and fruits on their tables. It
may also force these farms out of business and farmers lose their jobs.
Beyond all these, it may directly affect the ecosystem in the San Pasqual

Valley.

Also Be wise ranch has listened to the opinion of neighbor residents and
improved their way of farm to reduce the eye gnat problem. Eye gnat at the
golf course this year are way down from years ago. The county should wait
to see the results before making a decision that will affect a local business

and people rely on this business.

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and people
depending on the local business. Please do the right thing and work with be
wise ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thanks for your attention,

Sophie Chen
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From: kbel ox.net

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg: Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; g_ﬂje_ma@@_r\_diﬁlg;ggx;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 4:12:05 PM

Attachments: evegnat2.doc

Mr. Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller,

I am writing to you to express my strong opposition to the proposed eye gnat ordinance.
This ordinance will allow the use of pesticides on the Be Wise Organic Farm. I am currently
a member of the CSA program on the Be Wise Farm. The Community Supported
Agriculture program provides my family with fresh, organically grown produce. The eye
gnat ordinance will effectively destroy the organic status of the Be Wise Farm and directly
impact an important food source, not only for myself and my family, but for many other
local residents.

I believe a full environmental impact report is warranted for the eye gnat ordinance. The
negative declaration is inadequate and does not provide a responsible assessment of the
wide-ranging implications of this ordinance.

Recently, the City of San Diego changed their ordinance concerning backyard farming,
which includes an allowance for micro-flocks of chickens, goats and bee hives. This
positive movement towards locally grown and organic produce is rapidly gaining
momentum, but it will also attract nuisance pests, like the eye gnat. Homeowners and “urban
farmers” who are composting, and dealing with animal feed, water and waste will need new
ways to control these pests. We will not be able to chemically spray our way out of these
common problems. _
Be Wise Ranch is an experienced and respected organic farm. These large organic farms are
the best way to study, learn, and develop new ways of controlling pests, without chemicals..
The information obtained can then be applied to the smaller backyard farmer to the benefit
of everyone. As a beekeeper, I am especially sensitive to the use of pesticides and the
devastating impact on our bee population. Without bees, we will have no food, organic or
otherwise. The continued use of pesticides just perpetuates these harmful effects.

Again, I reiterate my belief that a full environmental impact report is a necessity in order to
fully understand and respond appropriately to the eye gnat nuisance.

Sincerely,

Katherine Belo




" Bonita, CA 91902
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From: laura@layramurphy.net

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: eye nats

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 5:34:51 PM

Dear Jack Miller,

I wanted to write you to let you know I am opposed to any pesticide spraying for eye gnats. While
I totally undertand the issue, I feel strongly that organic farms, such as Be Wise, where I choose to
purchase localy for my family be able to maintain their organic status.

I love getting to purchase produce from within San Diego County and because eating food free
from pesticides is very important to me, I choose organic. Please don't take that away.

It is my request that a full environmental study be done before the government regulates the
spraying of pesticides in San Diego County and San Pasqual Valley and that more time is given to
see the impact of the natural steps Be Wise has taken already.

Thank you for considering.

Enjoy your day,
Laura Murphy

(510) 332-0842
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From: Nikki _List

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat

Subject: A plea to not proceed with eye gnat ordinance and program.
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 5:50:10 PM

Jack Miller

Dept of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Ave

Suite 102

San Diego, Ca 92123

RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration
.Dr. Mr. Miller:

I am very surprised that the proposed eye gnat ordinance and program
was put in to place without regard to organic farming and the
community's health. Especially in this day and age, where health is
important and where it has been proven that environmental factors play
a big role in many illnesses, I am truly shocked that this is even

being suggested. Myself and a large group of employees here at my
work are members of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which delivers organic
produce to various areas in San Diego. We would ALL be extremely
upset if these pesticides were used on our families produce. And in
this economy where small businesses struggle, the thought of putting a
local organic grower out of business is just criminal. Organic

farming is the direction we should look towards and support, and not
destroy.

This is why T am writing you to request that a Full Environmental

Impact Report be prepared. The Negative Declaration that was prepared
is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of the

effects this proposed ordinance would have on the environment. To
not do this would be irresponsible and will impact the plants and
animals in the San Pasqual Valley. The San Pasqual Vally is a CITY
open space park and agricultural preserve that supports endangered and
threatened species. Be Wise Ranch works harmoniously with the
protection of these species because of it's use of natural methods to
grow crops and control pests. You cannot allow spraying of pesticides
that would invade this area and enter the food chain. Your
environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts. Tam
concerned about my family's health, as well as the community's health,
and you should be too.

Please consider your hasty response to a problem that is showing signs
of improvement and not rush through a dangerous ordinance without
properly investigating. The health of the community and the
ecosystem depends on you making an informed decision by first getting
all the facts. Please work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free
alternative to this ordinance, as it seems what they are doing is
working.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this very important matter.

Nikki List
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From: Christina Roman
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.qov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign verobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 6:00:00 PM
Dear Mr. Miller, . e

I am writing as a long-time Be Wise member (and 20 year resident of San Diego County) to request
that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful
analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

Because the proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to spray pesticides on organic crops,
this will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic status...an end to the healthy fresh produce the farm
provides for me and my family. This is truly a tragic precedent to set here in San Diego County where
residents are keenly aware of the importance of both buying local to support our farmers and to eat
healthy to protect our health. '

A personal story: One year ago, our 19 year old daughter returned home from college with extreme low
energy and undiagnosable heaith issues. We spent thousands of dollars (not covered by insurance)
driving all the way to Palm Springs weekly, then monthly for the past year to consult and work with a
specialist. While his treatments were effective, one of the most important things we learned was the
importance of treating "food as medicine" as Hippocrates suggested so many years ago. We learned
that one of her central problems was her body's inability to detoxify appropriately (true for so many of
us w/chronic health conditions). When we changed her diet to one high in fresh, organic fruits and
vegetables, her health blossomed and her energy returned.

As a result of her experience, she chose to leave the Honors program at the private school she was
attending in the Northwest, changed her major to ‘Ecology and has spent the past year interning for the
San Elijo Lagoon Conservancy and taking science classes at Mira Costa College. (She won first place at
the UC Irvine Honors Conference--first time a Mira Costa student has ever won--recently for her
academic poster on an anthropology topic). She plans to transfer to UCSD as an Ecology major in a
year. Her energy has skyrocketed and she now works out intensely daily.

Needless to say, none of this would have been possible without all we have learned about the healing
power of organic food. Be Wise makes that possible and affordable for us. So I am particularly
concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact the plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley.
Your document reviews County policies, but the impacts to Be Wise Ranch and the Valley are in the City
of San Diego. Your document also gives no analysis to the impact of spraying pesticides that would
enter the food chain of animals in the area. I am concerned about the health of my family and local
ecosystem and want to know what these impacts will be.

I also don't understand why the County is rushing this ordinance without proper environmental review.
Since Be Wise has already taken action to reduce eye gnats and it seems to be working, why doesn't
the County wait to see the results before enacting more regulations that negatively impact our local

economy?

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the health of my family--and all of us
here in San Diego County who are so passionate about using food as medicine—and do the right thing.
Work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you,

Chris Roman
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From: Mary Jo Trojnacki

To: LUE -E

Cc: peugh@sandiegoaudubon.org; sdaudubon@sandiegoaudubon,ora; dbobertz@sdrp.org; shawna@sdrp.org:
Jacob, Dianne; Slater, Pam; Cox, Greg; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bili; carldemaio@sandiego.gov

Subject: Eye Gnat Program and Ordinance

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 6:02:27 PM

Dear Jack Miller, Elizabeth Pozzebon and San Diego governing board
representatives,

I have recently been made aware of the current proposal in regards to the Eye Gnat
Program and Ordinance, which would give the County the authority to order the
spraying of toxic pesticides. I wish to submit the following comments, as it is noted
that they must be received no later than, June 20th, 2012.

The recommended pesticides are clearly listed to be toxic to birds, bees, wild
mammals, aquatic invertebrates, etc., in addition to containing hazardous statements
pertaining to standing water, ground water and waterbodies! I am requesting that a
FULL Environmental Impact Report be conducted. The Negative Declaration that was
prepared seems incomplete as to the environmental impacts that will be caused by
the toxic pesticides included as part of this ordinance.

It is appalling to think that the San Diego governing board members and the general
public, who's efforts to create, support and protect the MSCP and San Dieguito River
Park, would be allowed to be so ridiculed by such an ordinance. I want to really
emphasize the negative impact on bees (which has.been of great concern
countrywide and worldwide), as well as threatened species like the Arroyo Toad, the
Least Bell's Vireo, and California Gnatcatcher! (Now that would be quite the
headline: "San Diego Supports Killing Bees" or perhaps "San Diego Sprays
Gnatcatchers in Effort to Kill Gnats"). Haven't we yet learned of the consequences to
such actions? Please...do no harm!

I have also been informed that one of the targeted organic farms, Be Wise Ranch,
has already implemented non-toxic controls. What environmental reviews have been
completed, that show that these actions are not working? In these difficult economic
times, why on earth, would the County support an ordinance that would hurt and
perhaps cause to shut down, these organic farms? What of the impact on the many
thousands of families, and the local businesses who support these growers, if in fact
they do shut down their farms due to lack of certification?

Again, I reiterate my genuine request that a complete and FULL Environmental
Impact Report be prepared. Seems as though Be Wise Ranch is at least more than
willing to work with pesticide-free alternatives to help resolve this issue. Will you
also work along with them, and save those immediate environments from additional
harm? '

With Sincerity,
MJ
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From: edbennett@cox.net

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Propose ordinance

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 6:25:58 PM

To whom it may concern:

I urge you to pursue a full environmental impact report regarding the County's proposed Eye Gnat
Ordinance and Program. .

As a long-time supporter of organic agriculture, particularly here in North County, I rely on local sources
of pesticide-free produce for my own health and that of my family. I have been a customer of Be Wise
Ranch for many years, and consider their operation to be a great asset to the community by providing
fresh, uncontaminated food. The ranch owners are should be allowed adequate time to implement

control methods which will not have a negative impact on the environment.
et e,

The introduction of pesticides and other chemicals, as opposed to more natural and sustainable
methods, would have a negative impact on the soil, the quality of underground water, and animal and
bird life. Long-term consequences of exposure to these chemicals on human beings, particularlly small
- children, are becoming well-documented.

This matter is too important to be decided with a hasty decision which, once made, may have negative
effects in the future.

Your thoughtful consideration of this matter will be appreciated.

Sincerely,
Ed Bennett
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From: Cathy Myers

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: eye gnat ordinance - negative deciaration
Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:20:52 PM

To whom it may concern (and I believe this concerns everyone who eats food in San Diego County),
I am writing to request that a full environmental impact report be prepared for the county's proposed
eye gnat ordinance and program. The negative declaration is inadequate and provides no meaningful
analysis of impacts. Who came up with this? Did they even read the ordinance? How can the imposed
spraying of Malathion cause no environmental impact? It's a cancer causing agent!

I am concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact the people of the San Pasqual Valley. Bé
Wise Ranch is in an agricultural preserve. That means that the spraying of pesticides will affect far
more than just Be Wise Ranch. Threatened species such as the Arroly Toad, the Least Bell Vireo and
the California Gnatchater are at risk. I am concerned about the health of my family and the local
ecosystem. Please do a full analysis before pushing through any ill conceived ordinances.

Proper environmental review is crucial. Why doesn't the county wait to see the results of what Be Wise
is doing before enacting more regulations?

Thank you for your attention on this matter.

Cathy Barger
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From: Armand Aquirre

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat ‘

Cc: carldemaio@sandieqo.gov; Cox, Greq; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill;
© Steve@stevedanon.com; campaian vergbertsforsupervisor.

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program Negative Declaration

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:49:00 PM

Dear Mr. Miller,

I was recently notified that the County of San Diego intends to adopt a Negative Declaration
regarding the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and bypass a full Environmental Impact Study. { am
extremely concerned that normal procedure can be circumvented by such an uninformed action.
The Negative Declaration that was hastily prepared is inadequate and does not take into
consideration the serious environmental impacts that will result from the implementation of the

ordinance as currently proposed.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the
organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch, and thus effectively orders the end of Be Wise Ranch’s
existence as a supplier of fresh, organic produce for me,'my family, and hundreds, if not
thousands, of other health-conscious consumers. { also cannot understand how the Cddnty can
order the spraying of pesticides in the San Pasquéi Valley, which is a City open space park and
agricultural preserve. Numerous endangered and threatened species of animals live in the valley
and Be Wise Ranch’s organic farming methods are the only possible way to protect these species.
.Ignoring such impacts seems to be unethical and possibly illegal.

The apparent urgency in sidestepping an Environmental Impact Study also leads me to suspect a
foregone determination by the County to close the Ranch. From all reports that | have heard, the
measures that Be Wise has undertaken in the last months have shown significant success in
reducing the eye gnat levels. I would think that the County would want to wait to see the results of
these eye gnat abatement measures before passing such a draconian ordinance.

Please try to view the Be Wise Ranch as the treasure that it is and consider the significant impacts
tothe environment and the health of so many families that will be created by your ordinance.
Please work with Be Wise in the spirit of cooperation to find a pesticide-free alternative to this

ordinance.

Thank you,
Armand Aguirre
Be Wise CSA Member
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From: mkiehl@gmail.com

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat

Subject: Oppose the Negative Declaration and Request-a full Environmental Impact Report for the San Diego proposed
Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program!

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 10:10:53 PM

Martha Kiehl

12751 Gateway Park Road, Apt 307
Poway, CA 92064-2063

June 20, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Jack Miller:

Please do not go forward with this Negative Impact thing without a
thorough environmental impact statement if that's what is takes to bring
you people to your senses.

Today, June 19, there was a news blurb on CNN about pesticides on food. It
discussed how the FDA had tested non-organically grown produce and found
pesticide residue on ALL WASHED fruits and vegetables. There was
considerable discussion on the subject (i.e. the best and worst foods with
pesticide potential) but the bottom line was that to avoid pesticides, eat
organic food!

It's too bad that eye gnats interfere with barbequeing, soccer games and
rounds of golf but HELLO! ... how big a deal is that compared to the
quality of our food supply and the lifelong health impact when health
costs are a topic of MAJOR political contention these days.

There are other ways to deal with the problem and the organic farmers are

working to combat the varmints. This site describes various traps that

anyone can make to catch them:
://www.sdcounty.ca.gov,

For Heaven's sake, it should be obvious to everyone that a clean food

supply trumps a few recreational activities so PLEASE don't go jumping

into drastic measures without more careful thought AND a complete study of
_the unintended consequences that can result from rash action.

I'm almost 93 years old and can figure this out. Why can't you?? For
Pete's sake....PAY ATTENTION before it's too late!

Sincerely,

Martha Kieh!
8586759447
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From: Rose Aguirre

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyeanat

Cc: carldemaio@sandieao.goy; 99__.__6_@ M MM.S.._R_OQ la&o_b.m, Horn, Bill;
Steve@stevedanon.com; verol ervisor

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program Negative Declaration

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 10:20:34 PM

Dear Mr. Miller,

I'was recently notified that the County of San Diego intends to adopt a Negative Declaration
regarding the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and bypass a full Environmental Impact Study. tam
extremely concerned that normal procedure can be circumvented by such an uninformed action.
The Negative Declaration that was hastily prepared is inadequate and does not take into
consideration the serious environmental impacts that will result from the implementation of the

ordinance as currently proposed.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the
organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch, and thus effectively orders the end of Be Wise Ranch’s \
existence as a supplier of fresh, organic produce for me, my family. and hundreds, if not )
thousands, of other health-conscious consumers. ' .}also cannot understand how the County can
order the spraying of pesticides in the San Pasqual Valley, which is a City open space park and
agricultural preserve. Numerous endangered and threatened species of animals live in the valley
and Be Wise Ranch’s organic farming methods are the only possible way to protect these species.
Ignoring such impacts seems to be unethical and possibly illegal.

The apparent urgency in sidestepping an Environmental Impact Study also leads me to suspect a
foregone determination by the County to close the Ranch. From all reports that | have heard, the
measures that Be Wise has undertaken in the last months have shown significant success in
reducing the eye gnat levels. [ would think that the County would want to wait to see the results of
these eye gnat abatement measures before passing such a draconian ordinance.

Please try to view the Be Wise Ranch as the treasure that it is and consider the significant impacts
to the environment and the health of so many families that will be created by your otdinance.
Please work with Be Wise in the spirit of cooperation to find a pesticide-free alternative to this

ordinance.

Thank you,
Rose Aguirre
Be Wise CSA Member

——
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From: Janice Booth

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: About the eye gnat ordinance

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 10:24:59 PM

m——————

To whom is may concern:
I think it is wonderful that we, in California, with all our sunshine, are so fortunate to
have small organic farms, that we can get beautiful, wonderful tasting, just picked,
vegetables ! I am very upset that this eye gnat ordinance might totally eliminate
many of these farms, because of a small bug that has been here before most these
farms existed.

I plead with you to reconsider this ordinance and how it will affect more jobs, and
keeping our small farms alive here in California. I like buying locally, especially from
our community.

Besides knowing I am getting top quality product!

Thank you for reconsidering this ordinance. —_—
Sincerely, Janice Booth '
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From: Marie Skillman

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: No on Eye Gnat Ordinance

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 10:37:35 PM

Please do not implement the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance.

If implemented, it will force organic farmers to use chemical sprays - thus rendering them unable
to label their crops "organic". These local businesses have done a great deal to make San
Diego a nationally recognized food paradise.

Organic farmers are participating in legitim_ate, scientific research to mitigate the problem and
are assembling the necessary traps to implement proven measures to control eye gnat
populations that don't include any of the restrictions the ordinance requires.

We ask that the Board of Supervisors give organic farms the time they need to implement these
voluntary, community-wide measures and reject the ordinance in its current, punitive form.

Thank you.

David and Marie Skillman
3065 EIm Street
San Diego, CA 92102
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From: mdabfab23@aol.com

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dlann e; Horn Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.qov;
. steve@stevedanon.com; camgalgn@daverobe@forsugerv&or com; Fabmrs02@aol.com

Subject: RE: Eye Gant Ordinance and. Program - Negative Declaration ICO Be Wise Ranch

Date: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 11:10:32 PM

Dear Mr. Miller,

| am writing to voice my concern on behalf of the Be Wise Ranch. It was recently brought to my
attention that the San Diego County Department of Environmental Health along with the

San Diego County Board of Supervisors are proposing to adopt a Negative Declaration and bypass a
full environmental impact study on the Eye Gnat Ordinarice and Program.

The Negative Declaration that was prepaired is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis
of the important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order spraying of
pesticides to include Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cryomazine, and
Cyfluthrin on the organic crops .

grown at Be Wise Ranch. My wife and | have are consumers of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which
provides fresh vegetables and produce to us at a pick-up site in my Neighborhood. We

are concerned that your actions will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch's organic
status, an end the healthy, fresh produce the farm provides for me and my family,
and the loss of productive .

organic farmland and service to San Diego County. Your actions or inactions by color of
"law" is nothing short of Tyranny over who you claim to govern and protect. Given your past decisions
to

inject a deadly poison called Fluoride into our drinking water; we hold little hope you will reconsider
what you are doing to health and commerce in San Diego County. The adoption of a Negative

Declaration and bypassing of a full environmental impact study pose serious impact to the environment
and to the health of my family. Rushing this ordinance without proper environmental review —

may leave consumers of Be Wise Ranch's produce with no other option than to consider a class action
lawsuit as this mater moves forwardZ}Ne ask that you fully consider our health concems

and future ramifications your actions will have upon the county and consumers of Be Wise Ranch's
produce if you decide to move forward without a full environmental impact study.

Very Respectfully, ]
Mr. David Allen Begy USN RET '

Mrs. France Begy

San Carlos - San Diego

Cc:

Supervisor Greg Cox
Supervisor Pam Slater-Price
Supervisor Ron Roberts -
Supervisor Dianne Jacob



Supervisor Bill Horn
Councilman Carl DeMaio
Steve Danon

Dave Roberts
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From: Jane Smitham

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 3:06:45 AM

Attachments: Eve Gnat Ordinance.doc
Eve Gnat Ordinance.docx

Via E-mail: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Su_ite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

- RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Dear Mr. Miller:

————

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
County’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration
that was prepared for the proposal is inadequate and provides almost no
meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the
ordinance. ‘

The current proposed .ordinance will end Be Wise Ranch’s organic status, an
industry that provides my family, and my community with a safe food source. I
am entirely uncomfortable with the idea that the County impose upon organic
farming the spraying of unsafe pesticides on our food source. These pesticides
include Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin, all of
which are associated with both known and as yet unknown dangers to human
health. Furthermore, they destroy the ecosystem of pesticide free farming. When
pesticides destroy the ecosystem, this in turn créates much greater problems,
including the introduction of pesticide resistant pests may take up residence in a
crop where a natural ecosystem could have kept them in check.

Organic farming is a niche industry with constantly increasing consumer demand.
By insisting on the precipitous actions of pushing through this ordinance without
first obtaining a full environmental impact report will result in the decreased value
of life in San Diego and a decrease in the prosperity of a niche industry.




full Environmental Impact Report. Investment in a full Environmental Impact
Report is a minor mvestment that frees the city of its citizen’s criticism because it
shows due diligence. Furthermore, the long term cost of this proposed ordinance
program to the citizens of San D1ego and to the County may be easily offset by
mnvestment in a full Environmental Impact Report.

- Safe and cost-effective solutions to the Eye Gnat situation are available through a
LOH%H ue

I urge you to put as a first priority the health of all San Diego’s citizens and obtain
a full Environmental Impact Report with a detailed analysis that will allow the city
to select a safe alternative to spraying.

—————

Thank yoﬁ,

Jane Smtiham, San Diego Citizen

Jane Smitham
Mobile. 858-922-0002

jsmitham@gmail.com
jsmitham@ucsd.edu
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From: Leslee Hall

To: LUE! H-E

Subject: San Diego County"s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 6:32:57 AM

Dear Sirs, —

Please reconsider your tenantive Negative Declaration and adopt the full
environmental impact study regarding the proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance.

I have enjoyed the organic produce from Be Wise Ranch for several years now. As a
community, we need to protect our environment from chemicals.

The eye gnat issue is not soley created by the ranch and needs to be worked on as
an entire community. Using chemicals will send the runoff into our oceans

which will have an impact far more harmfull than tolerating the gnat for a short

spell.

n——

There are solutions that Be Wise Ranch is trying and continues to work toward a
remedy. Please allow the time for a complete study. The quick answer of
pesticides is not a proper long term solution. The use of chemicals will destroy the
organic farm and put them out of business. In this harsh economy, we do
not need to destroy another business in San Diego County.

Thank you,

Leslee Hall

3071 Massasoit Avenue,
San Diego, Ca. 92117
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From: Mary Sharp

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat
Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 7:56:23 AM

I have read draft eye gnat ordinance and the reports on the studies of 2009-2011. Asa
resident of South Escondido, I am particularly disturbed by addition of SEC. 64.403

paragraph (f):

Except as a last resort, the Director may not order a commercial organic
grower to apply chemical controls to organic crops or fields for the purpose of
controlling eye gnats if the use of such chemical controls as ordered would
cause the grower to lose certification as an organic grower for the affected
field or crop.

The pesticide summary states that acephate is toxic to birds, wild mammals, and aquatic
invertebrates and marine/estuarine organisms, and that malathion is extremely toxic to bees.
There are parks, schools and reservoir in the area that could easily be affected by the drift and
runoff from these chemicals.

The addition of the vague phrase, except as a last resort, in several places in the ordinance, is
objectionable. It is not apparent what constitutes a last resort. This phrase needs to be
removed or clarified.

Respectfully,

Mary Sharp
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From: Matt Pawluk@waters.com
To: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carl jeqo.
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; LUEG DEH-Eveanat
Subject: Be Wise Ranch
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 8:22:27 AM
—

Please do not require that Be Wise spray their plants with pesticide, making their products less than
they are today. We have been buying organic fruits and vegetables from Be Wise through their CSA

program for years and are so happy to have a local farm that does such good work.

Thank you, —]

Matt Pawluk

Senior Field Service Engineer - San Diego
Waters Corporation

1-800-252-4752 Ext. 6237

The information in this email is confidential, and is intended solely for

the addressee(s).
Access to this email by anyone else is unauthorized and therefore

prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying,

distributing or taking )
any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly

prohibited and may be unlawful.
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From: Sandra Smitham

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveangat

Subject: Re: Organic Farming in San Diego
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 10:20:16 AM
Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, Ca. 92123

Dear Mr. Miller,
I am sending this petition Re: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program-Negative Declaration
I concur with Jane Smitham’s letter to you.

Chemical pesticides are a enormous hazard to our environment, citizens and to organic farming
in San Diego.

I'have seen the results of chemical pesticides spraying in communities and the high
impact of health circumstances such as, allergies, cancer and death resuiting from the
use of a variety of chemicals that have since been banned.

So, please lets approach this with the utmost sanity and intelligence and recognize
the harm and danger that pesticides of all types can cause.

Sincerely yours,

Sandra Smitham, Citizen of San Diego
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From: BettyJo Keenan

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandieqo.oov;
Steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance - Negative Dedaration and Program

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 10:26:51 AM

Attachments: letter for Be Wise Ranch 6-20.docx

June 20, 2012
Robert and Elizabe;h Keenan
1617 Joshua Tree Lane

Fallbrook, CA 92028

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123

Delivered via email

Cc: County Supervisors and candidates
RE:  Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller,

I 'am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the
County’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was
prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of impact that the ordinance
will have on the environment.

‘The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of
pesticides (Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin) on the organic
crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch’s organic status; an
end to the healthy, fresh produce the farm provides for our family; and a loss of productive
organic farmland. We are currently members of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which provides fresh

—




fruit and vegetables to us from the ranch.

We are further concerned about the impact that the spraying of pesticides will have on
the plants and animals in the San Pasqual Valley. Your document looks a lot County policies,
but environmental impact will also be on City of San Diego. The San Pasqual Valley, where Be
Wise Ranch is located, is a City open space park and agricultural preserve, supporting
endangered and threatened species like the Arroyo Toad, the Least Bell’s Vireo, and the
California Gnatcatcher. Be Wise Ranch’s use of organic farming methods is in harmony with the
protection of these species because it uses natural methods to grow crops and control pests.
Spraying pesticides would change the nature of farming in this area and allow pesticides to enter
t he food chain of the animals in the area. Your environmental document gives no analysis of
these impacts. We are concerned about the health of our family and the local ecosystem. It is
important to us to know what these impacts will be. The very idea of spaying pesticides on an
agricultural preserve seems contrary to the reasons for establishing it in the first place.

It is inexplicable why the County is rushing this ordinance without a proper
environmental review. There are fewer eye gnats at the golf course this year than there were a
couple years ago, so it seems that what Be Wise Ranch is doing is working. The County should
wait to see the results of the natural measures that Be Wise is taking before enacting regulations
that will hurt our local business and could potentially damage our environment.

Please consider the significant impacts on the environment and the health of our farmly
that will be caused by your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch to
find and enact a pesticide-free alternative to this ordinance.

Thank you,
Elizabeth Keenan

On behalf of our family
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From: Sarah Anderson

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat issues in San Diego

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 10:48:52 AM

Dear Mr. Miller,
I have recently learned about the Eye Gnat issue here in San Diego and that organic farming may be
impacted. As a resident here in San Diego, I-am highly opposed to chemical spraying and pesticide use.
I grew up in Northern CA in a highly agricultural area where spraying was prevalent. I have severe
allergies due to this type of pesticide use. Therefore, it is extremely important to protect my children
and providing them healthy organic foods is part of that. I ask that your department please look into
alternative measures and research this issue further. Pesticide and chemical use is not healthy for the
people of San Diego, our ecosystems, or waterways,

I appreciate your assistance in this matter,
Sincerely,

Sarah Anderson
Carlsbad Resident of San Diego County
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From: Anthea Beletsis

TJo: DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Eye gnat ordinance

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 11:12:46 AM

Dear Mr. Miller,

I am writing to request that a full EIR be completed for the County's proposed Eye
Gnat ordinance and Program. I am very concerned that the spraying of pesticides
on organic crops, not to mention the surrounding community will be extremely

harmful.

My family has been one of thousands that have benefited from the produce of Be
Wise Ranch for many years. I am a member of the Be Wise CSA and also purchase
Be Wise produce at my local grocery store. I choose to buy organic for my family's
health and the health of the environment I share with other San Diegans.

Be Wise Ranch, with it's organic methods, has been an important asset to our
community and to the San Pasqual Valley. Please do not eliminate their ability to be
organic by unnecessarily forcing pesticides into the area.

Please take the time to do a full and proper environmental review before introducing
pesticides and regulations that may be unnecessary.

———

Anthea Beletsis

1269 Blue Sky Drive
Cardiff, CA 92007
antheab@pacbell.net
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From: April Isbell

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Let us buy organic!

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 11:53:56 AM

Please let us buy our food, pure and whole, like we are entitled to!

Graciously,
April Isbell
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From: ekishn@san.rr.com

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveagnat

Subject: Eyegnats

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:36:53 PM
Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

———

I urge you to consider the consequences of your vote to reclassify eye gnats as a vector problem and
adopt a Negative Declaration that bypasses a full environmental impact study. I believe this provides
almost no analysis of important environmental impacts that would be caused should this Eye Gnat
Program and Ordinance be placed in effect. San Diego County houses a jewel of an organic local farm
market that could be threatened if this action is taken.

As I am sure you are aware, local organic farming promotes health, ecology and small business. Citizens
of San Diego are able to provide healthy meals of unique quality based on the quality of produce from
these farms. Air quality is improved by local organic produce that doesn’t have to be shipped long
distances as well as chemicals that don't need to be used to preserve produce shipped long distances.
These small organic farms create jobs in our community. '

I choose to live on a canyon in San Diego County for the experiences of nature. As such, raccoons eat
the fish in my little pond, bunnies eat all the flowers I plant and occasionally I have a rattlesnake visitor
— sometimes even in my back door! Working in my yard sometimes disturbs the gnats that fly into my
eyes and ears. I choose to live on this canyon and must deal with the consequences. As a child I
spent summers on my aunt’s small dairy farm in Pennsylvania. Blue bottle flies proliferated on the
farm. My aunt’s house was ringed with fly paper to control the nuisance. Living in the southeast,
residents today use electronic gadgets to fry bugs that enter their territory. There are ways to combat
nature at a more reasonable level than by chemicals distributed on open lands that severely inflict
damage to homeowners, farmers and citizens.

I urge you to not vote for the chemical fix to alleviate the problem of eye gnats. There are other
solutions that don't poison the environment and will allow our wonderful organic farms to thrive. A full
environmental impact study should be initiated to truly evaluate the cost of chemicals on the
community.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Eflen L. Klahn

5854 Pacific Haven Court
San Diego, CA 92121
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From: Carla Smith

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Attention: “Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program”
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:37:00 PM
Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego CA 92123

Dear Mr. Miller,

Sr—————

I'm writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be prepared for
the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration
that was prepared is inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of
important environmental impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program seems to rely on subjective criteria,
which can vary by person and by day, and are not verifiable. What objective
criteria, such as counts, will be used to monitor the presence of eye gnats? How will
the success/failure of mitigation measures be determined?

How will the County determine when to spray pesticides at Be Wise Ranch? What
constitutes a "last resort?" How will the use of "last resort" measures be justified?
How will the success/failure of pesticide use be determined?

The Negative Declaration does not adequately address impacts to endangered and
threatened species. A full EIR is needed to evaluate these impacts.

The proposed ordinance appears to be hastily edited. It has sections that do not
make sense. An example of this is found in Section 64.403.(g), which states,
"Except as a last resort, the Director may not order a commercial organic grower to
implement any eye gnat abatement measure that is not a validated, applicable and
practicable eye gnat abatement measure for that farm." This means that the
Director may,as a last resort, order an abatement measure that is not a validated,
applicable and practicable. Is this what was intended?

The proposed ordinance adds eye gnats to San Diego County's definition of "vector,"
even though eye gnats have not been shown to transmit human disease in San
Diego County. This violates the spirit and intent of California law. The California
Legislature granted broad statutory authority to local agencies in order to control
vectors of human disease pathogens, not arbitrary nuisances. How does the County

justify this?

I look forward to a response to my questions and comments.

Sincerely,

Carla M. Smith
1536 Felton Street
San Diego CA 92102
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From: Lisa D"Addazio

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Comments on eye gnat program from a concerned citizen
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:46:36 PM

I'am a resident on North San Diego County, and | regularly buy organic foods for my family. Requiring
organic farms to spray for eye gnat is a direct infringement on San Diego county citizens' rights to
purchase organic foods. The USDA, when it certifies an organic product, is promising Americans a truly
organic, naturally safe product free from harmful pesticides and/or herbicides. Farms like Bee Wise
Ranch, and others in the area, supply families like mine with wholesome, organic food, and it is not
only ethically wrong, but also unconstitutional to demand that such organic food providers use
chemicals to grow their food. Scientific studies have shown that ingredients in most pesticides can lead
to various possibly fatal diseases, and | have the right under the U.S. Constitution to provide my family
with clean, healthy foods devoid of such known hazardous substances. The passage on this bill is a
most definite violation of Americans’ right to Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness. Requiring
pesticide use puts our right to a healthy life in danger, infringes on organic farms' right to liberty and
the freedom to choose how to grow their products, and causes our right to the pursuit of a happy,
healthy life to dissolve. Forcing farms to use chemical pesticides is obviously not the best option.
Farms should be able to choose for themseives what to use or not to use on the produce. Why not use
-natural methods of pest control such as the eye gnat traps proposed on the sdcounty.ca.gov website

and leave our rights as American citizens intact?

Sincerely and in earnest,
LD
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From: Adrian

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:47:13 PM

To Whom it May Concern,

The proposed Negative Declaration is the third instance of certain elected. officials
refusing to listen to their constituants that I am aware of. A proposed ordinance
was already brought up twice for attempted vote before this, and both times there
was a very strong response from the community that the proposal was not in the
best interest of the citizens of San Diego County. Nothing has changed in the past
month or so since the last time an ordinance like this was brought up, the reasons
to reject it are still the same.

Referring back to the meeting I attended with fellow citizens of San Diego County,
where the board of supervisors, several experts, and fellow citizens discussed the
eye gnat problem, the most resounding resolution that was agreed upon by all sides
was that we knew too little about the problem and the best way to combat it, to
make a law governing any such attempt. A few months has certainly not changed
that, and passing a law to put a "band-aid" on the problem is not going give the
citizens of San Pasqual Valley what they deserve, a real solution.

The citizens of San Pasqual Valley and Esconido are very informed, and do not want
a temporary fix, but a real long term, and lasting solution. The proposed Negative
Declaration cannot even promise to provide temporary relief, as again, according to
leading scientists and experts in the field, we DO NOT KNOW ENOUGH to provide a
practical solution at this point. _

My question to you as you consider this declaration is not whether it will provide a
solution to the eye gnat problem, it has already been established that it will not. My
question is why aren't the elected officials of San Diego County listening the the
people of San Diego County? How many times do we have to say no before we are
heard? I'll support a law that is founded on solid research and evidence that it will
provide a solution. But this declaration is at best political postering, and at worst, a
direct attack on local business. Our officials should be working for us, not against
us.

Sincerely,

Adrian Nutter
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From: Kevin Grangetto

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat
Cc: Dominigue Lehmer
Subject: Comment on Eye Gnats

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 12:59:36 PM

N
I believe that using IPM strategies for the control of nuisance insects is a better option than synthetic
pesticides which can perpetuate in the soil profile, enter our groundwater environment and result in
adverse affects on native soil and fauna. Please consider other sustainable options as they relate to
controlling this pest otherwise organic growers like Be Wise Ranch and others will be forced to close
their doors.

Thank you
Kevin

Kevin Grangetto

Owner .

. Grangetto's Farm & Garden Supply
PO Box 463905

Escondido, CA 92046-3095

(760) 745-4671 x201

kgrangett angettos.com

ange
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From: Domfnigue Lehmer

To: LUFG, DEH-Eyveanat

Subject: EYE GNATS

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 3:06:26 PM
Hello,

1 believe that there are better ways to control nuisance insects, (using more modern
integrated pest management strategies) that employ modern methods, more suitable for the
fragile environments that border southern Escondido.

It is well document that some synthetic chemistry can have negative long term impacts
on humans, native plants and domestic animals .

Please consider more sustainable solutions to this problem before we lose the investment

in the resource that agriculture provides to the community.

Regards, —

Ed Grangetto

Escondido Growers for Agricultural Preservation
Cell: 760-801-8718

Fax: 760-745-4138

www.grangettos.com
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From: s2i108@aol.com

To: EG, DEH-E

Subject: Oppose the Negatlve Declaration and Reguest a full Environmental Impact Report for the San Diego proposed
Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program!

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 3:15:59 PM

Bambi Merryweather
6457
La Jolla,, CA 92037-5448

June 20, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102-
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Jack Miller:

PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE. 1 CAN NOT BELIEVE THAT I EVEN HAVE TO WRITE THIS

LETTER. HOW CAN ANY ONE THINK THAT THE SAN DIEGO EYE GNAT ORDINANCE, AS

IT IS WRITTEN WOULD BE A GOOD THING. ORGANIC FOOD IS SO IMPORTANT FOR OUR

HEALTH AND FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS. THE ORGANIC LANDS SHOULD NOT BE PUT AT

RISK OF PESTICIDES. WOULD YOU CONSIDER AN ALTERNATIVE TO PESTICIDES, IF

IT COULD BE PROVEN TO TAKE CARE OF THE GNAT PROBLEM? WOULD YOU GIVE ME A

CHANCE TO SUPPLY AN ALTERNATIVE.? THIS JUST CAME ACROSS MY DESK TODAY...
BAMBI MERRYWEATHER

858-454-1487 THANK YOUl!! -

Sincerely,

Bambi Merryweather -
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From: wendy hightman

To: EG, DEH-Fvean

Cc Jane Smitham Bio 144 Lab

Subject: RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 3:23:22 PM

Via E-mail: eyegnat@sdcounty.ca.gov

Jack Miller ]

Department of Environmental Health

5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego 123 : ) .
RE: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program — Negative Declaration
Dear Mr. Miller:

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Reﬁort be prepared for the
County’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The eglatwe eclaration
that was prepared for the proposal is inadequate and provides almost no

m%amng 1 analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the
ordinance.

The current propogsed ordinance will end Be Wise Ranch’s organic status, an
industry that provides mY family, and my community with a safe food source. 1
am entirely uncomfortable with the idea that the County impose upon organic
farming the sgrayml\% of unsafe I}qes‘umdes on our food source. These pesticides
include Acephaté, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine, and Cyfluthrin, all of
which are associated with both knqown and as yét unknown dangers to human
health, Furthermore, they destroy the ecosystem of pesticide free farming. When
pesticides destroy the ecosystem, this in tirn creates much greater probléms;
including the introduction of pesticide resistant tpests may take up residence in a
crop where a natural ecosystem could have kept them in"check.

Organic farming is a niche industry with constantly increasing consumer demand.
By 1nsisting on the precipitous actions of pushing through this ordinance without
first obtaining a full environmental impact report will result in the decreased value
of life in San Djego and a decrease in the prosperity of a niche industry.

Safe and cost-effective solutions to_the Eye Gnat situation are available through a
full Environmental Impact Report. Investment in a full Environmental Impact”
Report is a minor mvestment that frees the city of its citizen’s criticism bécause it
shows due diligence. Furthermore, the long term cost of this groposed ordinance
program to the citizens of San Diego and to_the County may be easily offset by
mvestment in a full Environmental Impact Report. o . )
I ur%le ﬁ/ou' to put as a first priority the health of all San Diegq’s citizens and obtain
a full Environmental Impact Report with a detailed analysis that will allow the city
to select a safe alternative to spraying.

Thank you,

Wendy Dee Hightman, San Diego Citizen
i il.cor

(619) 977-3645
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From: Lefreniere, Rebecca
To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat
Subject: FW: Be Wise Ranch
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 4:48:12 PM

Rebecca Lafreniere, Chief

County of San Diego

Department of Environmental Health
Community Health Division

5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123-1215

(858) 694-3595

fax (858) 571-4268

From: Owen Morrison [mailto:omart@cox.net]
" Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 4:08 PM
To: Miller, Jack

Subject: Be Wise Ranch

June 20, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102

San Diego, CA 92123

jack,miller@sdcounty.ca.gov

RE: THE PROPOSED EYE GNAT ORDINANCE NEGATIVE DECLARATION"S UNFAIR BE WISE
RANCH IMPACT '

Dear Mr. Miller:

The Negative Declaration that was prepared for the County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. is .
inadequate and provides almost no analysis of the ordinance’s actual environmental impact. Spraying Malathion,
Cyromazine, Acephate, Diflubenzuron, and Cyfluthrin or similar pesticides on Be Wise Ranch's organic crops will
unguestionably and unnecessarily destroy this beneficial company's business. These poisonous agricultural
products pose serious water-borne public health risks and Be Wise Ranch President Bill Brammer informed me
that he alerted the Department of Environmental Health that a recent five month measurement sponsored by your
department demonstrated 98% eve gnat incidence reduction via safe non-polluting

methodaology.




1

Whether by proper and fully justified supervisory action or in court, this unnecessarily harmful proposed ordinance Con 'H hbl«
will be defeated. Please thoroughly consider its impact now.

Thank you, : |

Robert Owen Morrison
3225 Mary Lane
Escondido, CA 92025

omart@cox.net
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From: Cori Butler

To: LUEG, DEH-Evegnat

Subject: Be Wise Ranch

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 4:53:31 PM

Dear Mr. Miller: P

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program.The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate
and- provides almost no meaningful analysis of important impacts that will be caused by the ordinance.

~ I am currently a member of the CSA provided by Be Wise Ranch. I am concerned that the spraying of
pesicides will force Be Wise Ranch to lose their organic status. We support local farms that use
sustainable practices. It seems that this would be in everyone in the community’s interest as well.

Please consider the impact to the health of the community and my own family that will be created by
your ordinance. Please do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-free alternative

to this ordinance.

e

Thank you,

Corianne Drabinski
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From: Andrea

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat

Subject: . Save Organic Farms

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 8:31:40 PM

Please don't destroy our counties Organic Farms. Pesticides harm all residents and damage the
environment. I'm sorry a few people are bothered by gnats but that doesn't mean we should destroy
organic farming--many many more people buy organic in the county than are bothered by gnats,

Andrea Plummer, Poway

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ruth Landaal

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Recommending Against Approval of Negative Declaration for the Be Wise Ranch Area of Escondido -
Requesting Full EIR

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 8:35:17 PM

June 20, 2012

Jack Miller

Department Of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr Miller

It has come to my attention public comments are being gathered through today
on the proposal to declare a negative declaration for spraying the areas in
Escondido around the Be Wise Ranch Organic Farm for an eye gnat infestation.
As a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA who receives bi weekly boxes at my
neighborhood, I am in support of requiring a full environmental impact

study. The Be Wise Ranch has let me know if the spraying for the eye gnats
is allowed to proceed it will mean Be Wise will lose their organic

designation which will be very damaging to this community business which
would no longer be able to claim itself as being organic. Along with others
in this community, I am buying produce from this farm because it is organic.

I have not had a chance myself to study the alternatives for the eye gnat,

but I understand that Be Wise Ranch has been trying to implement other means
to reduce the population of this pest, and I support giving those methods a

full try.

I recall a few years ago when the white fly infestation was so severe here

in San Diego county, and now the past couple years it has not been so bad, Z
and I wonder if there are cycles for the eye gnats, too. A full
environmental impact study would help us to know all the impacts.

Please pass along my requést that the negative declaration not be approved
and that a full environmental impact report be obtained in this matter.

| PE—
Ruth Landaal
1467 Vista Claridad
La Jolla CA 92037
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From: aicranel @roadrunner.com

To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat

Subject: Oppose the Negative Declaration and Request a full Environmental Impact Report for the San Diego proposed
Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program!

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 8:50:56 PM

Andrew Crane
1834 Pleasantdale Drive
Encinitas, CA 92024-4249

June 20, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Jack Miller:

Dear San Diego County Public Official,.

-
The problem of eye gnats in San Diego County is undoubtedly a serious .
problem for many people but the proposed Ordinance and Program to
remediate it is too much, too soon. I believe that more study must be i
done to come up with economically and environmentally less destructive
measures. A full Environmental Impact Report should be undertaken to look
at all aspects and potential consequences of the proposed actions and to
find less severe alternatives.

PR W

We live in a time when the dangers of toxic materials in our food, air and
water are well known; we must not endanger the very farms which are
attempting to grow our food without poisons. Moreover, it is not
acceptable to solve one problem by the use of poisons while creating a new Z
one, namely the possible contamination of local waterways with pesticides.

Sincerely,

Andrew J. Crane
7605791862
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From: - Gary Spoto

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat N

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.qov;
teve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverol forsupervisor.com

Subject: Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program - Negative Declaration

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 10:11:24 PM

Gary Spoto

14151 Palisades Drive
Poway, CA 92064
June 20, 2012

Jack Miler

Department of Environmental Health
5570 Overland Avenue, Suite 102
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County’s
proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is
inadequate and provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts
that will be caused by the ordinance.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides
(Acephate, Malathion, Diflubenzuron, Cyromazine and Cyfluthrin) on the organic crops
grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end of Be Wise Ranch’s organic status, and
more importantly, an end to the healthy, fresh and local produce that the farm provides for
me and my family, and a loss of productive organic farmland. Iam a member of the Be
Wise Ranch CSA (Community Supported Agriculture) which provides fresh vegetables to me
at a pick-up site in my neighborhood in Poway.

I am also concerned that the spraying of pesticides will impact the plants and animals in the
San Pasqual Valley. Your document looks focuses on County policies, but the impacts to Be
Wise Ranch and the Valley are in the City of San Diego. The San Pasqual Valley is a City
open space park and agricultural preserve; and it supports endangered and threatened species
like the Arroyo Toad, the Least Bell’s Vireo, and California Gnatcatcher. The Be Wise
Ranch’s organic farming methods are in harmony with the protection of these species since it
uses natural techniques to grow crops and control pests. Spraying pesticides would change
the nature of farming in this area and allow pesticides to enter the food chain of the animals
in this area. Your environmental document gives no analysis to these impacts. I am
concerned about the health of my family and the local ecosystem and want to know what

these impacts will be.
—eead

It has been reported that the Eye Gnats at the golf course have diminished significantly
compared to a couple of years ago indicating that the steps Be Wise Ranch has taken so far
seem to be working. I encourage you to wait to see the results of what the Ranch has been
doing before enacting more regulations that would hurt our local businesses.

Please consider the significant impacts to the environment and to the health of my family that

P A S—



—

will be created by your ordinance. I ask you to work with Be Wise Ranch on a pesticide-
free alternative to this ordinance. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Spoto

5
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From: Birgit Neukirch
To: LUEG, DEH-Eveanat; Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill;
carldemaio@sandiego.qov; Horn, Bill; steve@steve.danon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: Full Environmental Impact Report for Eye Gnat
Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 11:56:29 PM
Jack Miller
Department of Environmental Health
San Diego, CA
Dear Mr. Miller, —

I 'am writing to request a full Environmental Impact Report for the Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program
that was recently adopted by the San Diego County Department Of Environmental Health and The
County Board of Supervisors. The proposed adoption of a Negative Declaration bypasses a full
environmental impact study. | believe that the Negative Declaration is inadequate and provides almost
no analysis of important environmental impacts that would be caused should this Eye Gnat Program
and Ordinance be placed in effect. .

The Ordinance would give the County the right to spray pesticides on organic crops grown by Be Wise
Ranch.

I 'have been a buyer and consumer of Be Wise’s organic produce for more than 10 years and consider
their work essential to health conscious consumers and for an intact environment. There needs to be a
place for a nature preserves and natural, intact agriculture in our San Diego county. We can consider
ourselves lucky to still have some land that can be used for natural and healthy plant growing.

Please reconsider proposed ordinance and study the full environmental impacts of an ordinancé that
would allow to spray pesticides on crop that is certified organic, a certification that needs years of
preparation to be obtained.

Novr———

It is also important to recognized that Be Wise Ranch has already addressed the problem and is having
some initial positive result with the Eye Gnat population. This could be the right step to address the
problem in the future and keep the basis for organic food production .

Please work with Be Wise Ranch to find a pesticide free alternative.

Regards,

Birgit Neukirch

8150 Borzoi Way

San Diego, CA 92129
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From: Nancy Madok

To: LUEG, DEH- na

Cc: Cox, Greg; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; carldemanio@sandiego.qov; steve@stevedanon.com;
mpaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; Horn, Bilf; Slater, Pam

Subject: . Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program- Negative Declaration

Date: Thursday, June 21, 2012 11:22:56 AM

Good Morning,

1 am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be prepared for the County's proposed
_Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. The Negative Declaration that was prepared is inadequate and
provides almost no meaningful analysis of important environmental impacts that will be caused by the

ordinance.

The proposed ordinance gives the County the authority to order the spraying of pesticides on the
organic crops grown at Be Wise Ranch. This will mean the end to Be Wise Ranch's organic status , an
end to the healthy, fresh produce the farm provides for me, my children and my cooking classes, and a
loss of a productive organic farmland. I am currently a member of the Be Wise Ranch CSA, which
provides fresh vegetables toi me at a pick-up site in my neighborhood.

PLEASE consider the significant impacts to the environment, the loss of jobs and to the health of my .
family that will be created by your ordinance. PLEASE do the right thing and work with Be Wise Ranch
on a pesticide-free afternative to this ordinance.

Thank you and To your heath,
Nancy Madok
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From: ROMANILLO, JESSICA D
To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandieqo.qov;
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@davergbertsforsupervisor.com
Date: Thursday, June 21, 2012 3:09:28 PM
Dear Mr.Miller, ‘ _ '

I'am requesting that a full Environmental Impact Report be conducted for the county's proposed Eye
Gnat Ordinance Program. The proposed ordinance would allow the county to force the farm- Be Wise
Ranch to spray harmful chemicals on the crops. This would mean no more local organic produce for
myself or my family. The eye gnat traps are working and have reduced the eye gnats by 75-80%. Why
would anyone want to spray chemicals on our food supply? My brother-in-law lives close to the ranch
and has never had an eye gnat problem. What's the real motive here? Leave the organic farms alone.
Why do | need to fight for my right to fresh, organic, local produce? | do not eat chemical laden

processed foods and Be Wise Ranch is my main food source. '

Thank you,

Jessica Romanilio



A4

From: Janet K. Shelton

To: DEH, Vector; Cox, Greg; Jacob, Dianne; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Bill
Subject: Fwd: Modify the Eye Gnat Ordinance

Date: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 6:01:36 PM

In February I wrote to recommend a more balanced and science-based
approach to the eye gnat problem. Instead of being more balanced, the

revised ordinance goes in the opposite direction, allowing the county to
require Be Wise Ranch to apply pesticides that will destroy its

business. The ordinance also does not give the farm adequate recourse
or review, except through the courts.

There are many flaws to the ordinance. I live in the area affected by

eye gnats, and I do understand how annoying they are. Yet, I expect the
county to balance my needs against the rights of the farm. If this
ordinance is passed, I think we are sending a very bad message about the
county and its lack of support for organic agriculture.

The specific issues I see are:

The farm is in an agriculture preserve and its farming methods directly
affect the residents and wildlife in the Lake Hodges watershed. A full
environmental review should be required before pesticides can be apply
there. If the farm is destroyed, the buffer is gone and more intensive
building is likely to occur to the detriment of the watershed and the park.

The county seems to be swayed by a few activist homeowners and is not
considering all viewpoints in the affected area. Activist homeowners
have spread lies to the community repeatedly saying the farm was doing
nothing when it had already put up hundreds of traps and a barrier.
Their clear goal has been to get residents upset so they will lobby for .
the farm's destruction. They seem to think the correct number for eye
gnats is zero, and this is not attainable.

The county seems willing to destroy a business that is a huge investment
over many years, employs many people, and provides organic food to
thousands of people all over the county. The rights of the farm, its
employees and its customers are ignored. Nor are the needs of wildlife
the park and the lake, the people who drink the water, etc. adequately
considered.

The county has left the farm to figure out what will work and they have
voluntarily done their best to do all they can to reduce eye gnats.

This program is ongoing, and the results are certainly not in. The
county does not have adequate information to proceed with this
ordinance. All the burden and expense has been put on the farm, but at
the same time, the county seems unwilling to do anything about all the
irrigated areas that are part of the eye gnat's life cycle. I have

reviewed every document I can find and I think eye gnats are
inadequately studied.

I believe this ordinance's excessive reach and the idea that a full
environmental review is not required are wrong and that this will just
mire the county in legal action that the farm will be forced to take in

order to try to survive.

Janet K. Shelton
1276 Via Sendero



Escondido, CA 92029
760 747 5761
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From: Victoria Cabot [victoria_cabot@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 12:35 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat 4 . 4 _

Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; car|d¢malp@sandlego.g0V:
steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com; Victoria

Subject: Eye Gnal Ordinance and Program - about the Negative declaration

To: Jack Miller

Dept. of Environmental Health

Dear Mr. Miller,
—

I am writing about my concerns regarding the spraying of pesticides in the San Pasqual Valley, and specifically the

measures that will affect the organic farm, Be Wise Ranch.

Two-words: PLEASE DON'T!
I urge you to please execute a FULL Environmental Impact report of the County'’s proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and
Program. The negative declaration that was prepared is inadequate.
A full analysis is required prior to taking actions that will forever taint the soil, and greatly threaten th
family business that employees many people and provide access to nutritious and organic foods for hundreds of others. |
am one of them. | so greatly appreciate having access to this farm. These people»work very hard to make a living and!
am unclear why there is so much energy around this issue at the county level. _
Bugs are part of the envir‘onment; they are not present simply because of this farm or the agricultural activities in this

valley.

I am an active citizen in San Diego County, and | do watch these issues very carefully. And | vote.

| appreciate your consideration of my point of view. _

Sincerely,

Victoria Cabot
858.472.9102

e livelihood of @

1Y
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From: Lynne Anne Baker [baker@sdrvc.org]
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 1:50 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Notice & Comment

Gentlemen,

All information related to public comment should properly be noticed to the
San Dieguito River Valley Conservancy

3030 Bunker Hill Drive

San Diego, CA 92109.

Our Conservancy has worked for 26 years to protect water quality, conserve and restore the river valley. We qwn
property in this vicinity, but have not received notice regarding this matter. We have conducted river restoratnon w
in concert with the County of San Diego in this vicinity for many years, but are particularly minimalist regarding the use

~of any chemicals in proximity to Lake Hodges drinking water supply.

ork

Please add us to the list of interested parties at your earliest convenience.

Lynne Anne
Lynne Anne Baker
Executive Director
San Dieguito River Valley Conservancy

858-755-6956 tel
858-356-4222 fax
P.0O. Box 89, Del Mar, CA92014

Securing our Natural Legucy . . .
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From: A Skelly, Leslie {Leslie_Skelly@intuit.com]
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 2:50 PM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Please don't pass the eye gnat ordinance

Please forward nﬁy email to Jack Miller — thank you!

Mr. Mi“er, ov—

I respectfully request that you do not pass the ordinance that would enabie the County to order the spraying of chemicals on
organic farm land in San Diego County. | have been a Be Wise Ranch co-op participant for 6 years now, ever since | had the
first of my children, and having organic produce locally grown is extremely important to me and many others that | know who

also belong to the co-op.

Here's my story:
lwas. raised in a small farming town in Central Winois.. | saw so many of those living on or near farm and drinking water

drained by farm land suffer from cancer and other less common ailments (Chrohn's disease, tumors in my 5 year old nephew,
on and on). | can't help but believe that the chemicals we put on our ground to keep away pests and increase yields are in
some part to blame, and as a mother of 6 and 4 year old girls, | do everything in my power to give them chemical-free,
pesticide-free food. Please don't take away the ability of Be Wise, my main source of affordable organic produce, to remain
certified organic (it would be such a blow to their business, I'm not sure they' recover if they lost the ability to market g

themselves as organic).

It appears Mr. Brammer has been brash in his approach, | hope it does not harm our chances of keeping Be Wise organic!

Respectfully
Leslie Skelly
{858)354-1395
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From: eileenhenot@sbcglobal .net

Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 9:08 AM

To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat

Subject: Oppose the Negative Declaration and Request a full Environmental Impact Report for the

San Diego proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program!

. Eileen Henot
1818 Florida Street
Imperial Beach, CA 91932-2926

June 25, 2012

Jack Miller

Department of Environmental Health
557@ Overland Avenue, Suite 102
‘San Dieégo, CA 97173

Dear Jack Miller: . ————

I am writing to request that a full Environmental Impact Report be
prepared for San Diego County's proposed Eye Gnat Ordinance and Program. 1

This issue is of special significance to me since my mother died of
Parkinson's disease, a disease that has repeatedly been linked to
pesticide exposure. a—

Sincerely,

Eileen Henot
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Malowney, Dorothy.

From: Jones, Bobbie on behalf of DEH, Vector
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 11:28 AM
To: Malowney, Dorothy

Subject: FW: Reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance!

From: Doreen Borseth [mailto:dborseth@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2012 10:11 AM

To: DEH, Vector :
Cc: Cox, Greg; Jacob, Dianne; Slater, Pam; Ron-Roberts; Horn, Biil
Subject: Reject the Eye Gnat Ordinance!

Dear Chairman Roberts and Honorable Supervisors:

‘| am writing to express my serious concerns about new restrictions on organic farms in San Diego. The 'eye
gnat' ordinance you are considering could force organic farmers to spray chemical pesticides, reduce their
farmable acreage and shut down for weeks at a time during the productive summer months. Complying with
these requirements would cause organic farms to lose their certification and create a negative financial impact
that could potentially put them out of business.

Organic farms provide significant benefits to the San Diego region, promoting a healthy lifestyle for residents
and contributing to the local economy. I urge you to protect the future of this important industry and reject
the proposed eye gnat program and ordinance in its current form.

oa——

Please give organic farmers a chance to implement safer, more proven methods to control the eye gnat issue,
which has existe” for decades in San Diego. The County should reject this ordinance and explore alternatives

that would not negatively affect organic farmers by looking at the successful eye gnat control programs in the
Coachella Valley and Yuma, Arizona.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Dr. Doreen Borseth
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From: Jeanne Cate [jcate@nethere.com)]
Sent: Sunday, July 22, 2012 2:43 PM
- To: LUEG, DEH-Eyegnat
Cc: Cox, Greg; Slater, Pam; Roberts, Ron; Jacob, Dianne; Horn, Bill; carldemaio@sandiego.gov:;
» Steve@stevedanon.com; campaign@daverobertsforsupervisor.com
Subject: pesticide spraying/eyenat spraying ‘

- Stop the spraying.
You can't control where the pesticides end up. And | don't want them in me from the food, nor the water, nor the air.

Sure, eyenats are not pleasant, but as far as | can tell they haven't killed anyone in San Diego? yet?
So find another solution. _
Give homeowners and others eyenat traps, invent one if there isn't one already on the market.

Get ridd of the breeding grounds in environmental friendly way. Let the home owners know how to do that, too, like is
done with mosquitos. '

Pesticide spraying should be a /ast resort, only when needed to save human LIVES, not in the name of convenience and
comfort, and just because we have the "knowledge and luxury" of being able to do it..

Jeanne

56 years San Diego resident
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Share in the harvest.

In a CSA, a community is created between a local farmer and consumers.
The consumers purchase a "share" of the upcoming harvest produced on the
farm. The cost of a share is based on the true costs of production. By
purchasing a share, the consumers obtain farm-fresh, organic produce on a
weekly basis while helping to keep a local family farm economically and
environmentally viable. :

Community Supported Agriculture (CSA)
began in this country in 1985 in New
England as a way of supporting social and
ecological responsibility in the local
community. Of the more than four hundred
CSA's in the United States, a majority
adhere to the principles of sustainable
agriculture by using organic farming
methods.

Shareholders of the Be Wise Ranch CSA,

for example, not only enjoy farm-fresh certified organic produce, they also
support the use of ecologically-responsible farming methods which improve
the mineral and nutrient content of the soil, and recycle local green waste
into compost. Organic farming helps preserve the water and air quality of
their community by not using or encouraging the manufacture and use of
chemical fertilizers, or dangerous chemical pesticides and herbicides.

A CSA brings the consumer and the farmer together - enhancing ecological
diversity, facilitating the recycling of important nutrients and waste products,
and maximizing the self-sufficiency of family farms.

What about you?

Would you like weekly deliveries of vine-
ripened tomatoes and vegetables, and
sweet juicy oranges at a reasonable cost?

Would you like to eat vitamin- and
nutrient-rich produce grown organically,
without the use of synthetic fertilizers and
pesticides?

Would you like to encourage responsible,
sustainable stewardship of a local, organic family farm right here in San
Diego?

http://www bewiseranch.com/csa.htm

7/27/12 12:58 PM
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http://www.bewiseranch .com/csé.htm

"Be wise" and join 2500 other families in San Diego who are members of the
Be Wise Ranch Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) project, started in
1993.

Five reasons for joining Be Wise Ranch CSA:

You and your family will be able to eat tasty and nutritious farm-fresh
produce year-round, delivered weekly (or every other week) to a location
convenient to your home.

You will enjoy a wide variety of fruits and vegetables grown organically,
without the use of synthetic fertilizers or pesticides.

You will encourage sustainable stewardship of a local family farm right here
in San Diego. :

You will join a community of over 2500 families in San Diego who are
committed to social and ecological responsibility in the local community.

And you can do all this at a lower cost than buying the same produce at a
supermarket!

Enjoy fresh produce year round at a reasonable cost.

Be Wise Ranch grows a wide variety of organic fruits and vegetables. Here in
San Diego, we are blessed with a long growing season and we are usually
able to supply you with farm-fresh produce year round. We specialize in
growing organic fruits and vegetables whose farm-fresh flavor cannot be
bought in a supermarket, such as fresh sweet corn and vine-ripened
tomatoes. And, as a member of our CSA, you receive all of this fresh,
nutritious, organically grown produce, grown locally on a family farm,
delivered weekly to a convenient location to you - for less than what you'd
pay in a supermarket.

You can select a share size (large or small) and a delivery schedule (weekly
or every other week) appropriate to your needs. Use the links below to learn
more about the Be Wise Ranch CSA project. We deliver boxes of produce to
our members on a weekly or every-other-week basis to many pick-up
locations in San Diego.

For_ more information, see our CSA FAQ's
Join Qur CSA

7/27/12 12:58 PM
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SAN PASQUAL COMMUNITY PLAN

The following amendments have been incorporated into this February 2006 posting of this Plan:

Amendment Ditel?l::;?:ed Resolution  Date Adopted by  Resolution
y . . g Number City Council Number
Commission
San Pasqual Community Plan April 13,1995  R-2180-PC. June 27, 1995 R-286043
adopted.
March 1996 R-300686

July 19, 2005 R-300686
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PLAN VISION

The approximately 14,000-acre San Pasqual Valley Plan Area, largely owned by the City of
San Diego, lies within the San Dieguito River Basin, the fourth largest drainage basin in San
Diego County. The Water Enterprise Fund was used to acquire the valley in the late 1950s
for water-supply purposes. The plan area extends from the Hodges Reservoir eastward to
Clevenger Canyon located at the narrow, eastern reach of the valley. The San Pasqual Valley,
designated in a plan adopted in 1964 as an agricultural and open space preserve, has a
population of only 426 people (source: 1990 Census of Population and Housing).

The importance of the valley, however, goes far beyond its role as a community in which
relatively few people live and work. The valley functions as a natural boundary between the
City and extensive urbanization to the north and is an integral part of the San Dieguito
Watershed. Many of San Diego County’s most sensitive habitats are found here. The valley
contains agricultural resources that can be considered important from both an economic and a
cultural standpoint. The valley also contains a large deposit of construction-grade sand that is
important to the construction industry. Also present within the river valley is a rich diversity
of cultural resources that represent the distinctive character of each era of the San Pasqual
Valley’s history. Ongoing studies suggest that two aquifers and the Hodges Reservoir will
become increasingly important as sources of drinking water for City residents. And, the
opportunity exists to establish regional-serving recreational uses within the valley while at
the same time respecting its unique natural and man-made resources.

The vision of the San Pasqual Valley anticipated by the San Pasqual Community Plan (Plan)
is therefore a pattern of land uses that are compatible with the needs of the region as a whole.
Implementation of the Plan will ensure that:

+ Water quality and quantity will be optimized within the aquifers and the Hodges Reservoir

» The rural character of the valley will be preserved in part through the retention of
agriculture

» Riparian and sensitive upland habitats will be preserved
» Sand and mineral resources will be preserved and where feasible, utilized

» An open space park will be created that provides recreational opportunities for the San
Diego region that are compatible with agricultural and habitat preservation



KEY COMMUNITY ISSUES

The San Pasqual Valley-Lake Hodges Planning Group has been meeting regularly with City
staff since October 1993 to assist in the preparation of this plan update. City staff assigned to
this plan update included liaisons with both the Water and Real Estate Assets Departments.
Efforts focused on identifying important issues related to planning and development, and on
establishing goals and recommendations that will guide the City as it reviews development
proposals and makes land use decisions in the valley over the next ten to 15 years.
Summarized below are the key issues:

Water Resources

Hodges Reservoir is currently a limited public water supply and is in the process of
becoming a future source of water for City of San Diego. Pesticides, fertilizers, recycled
groundwater used in agriculture, dairy farming and urban runoff from surrounding land uses
within the Hodges Reservoir watershed may be compromising ground and surface water

quality.

Source Water Protection Guidelines (January 2004) for New Development provide ways to
ensure that Best Management Practices are implemented to reduce pollutants of concern from
entering the reservoir. These include nutrients and organic carbons.

Agriculture

Agriculture provides economic benefits, however agricultural land uses potentially conflict
with competing water resource, biological and cultural resource management and recreation
goals for the valley.

Sensitive Resources and Open Space

The Lake Hodges/San Pasqual area is part of one of the largest continuous blocks of habitat
in the City. The more important areas for conservation of endangered species are the natural
areas around the Hodges Reservoir, the riparian habitat and the remaining undisturbed upland
vegetation. Preservation of these habitats potentially conflicts with increased agricultural
land uses in the valley. ‘ ‘

Flood Control

Most agricultural land in the valley is within the 100-year floodplain and is subject to
periodic damage from flooding. The agricultural leaseholders desire some degree of flood
protection based on a hydraulic study. Potential impacts on groundwater recharge and
downstream flooding must also be considered.

Mineral Resources

The San Pasqual Valley is the second largest source of construction-grade sand in western
San Diego County. Sand mining operations potentially conflict with water resource,
biological and cultural resource management and recreation goals for the valley.
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Park and Recreation

The San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park Concept Plan has established
goals for future park and recreation uses in the valley. The park is envisioned as a natural,
open space park designed to interpret the significance of the valley's natural and man-made
resources, and recreation uses must be designed to minimize impacts to these resources and
to agriculture.

Visitor-Serving Uses

There are very limited sites at the edge of the plan area that are suitable for land uses other
than agriculture and open space and that are compatible with the valley’s largely rural
character.

Cultural Resources

Due to its location in the San Dieguito River Valley, the planning area contains a wealth of
prehistoric and historic resources, including hundreds of archaeological sites, five designated
historic sites and numerous sites and structures with historic value that are potentially eligible
for historic designation. Also, within the valley lies a rich agricultural heritage unique in
Southern California.

Circulation

It is envisioned that the rural character of roads in the San Pasqual Valley will be maintained,
even as the need develops to widen certain roadways to accommodate increases in traffic.

OVERALL GOALS

Based upon the issues identified, the following overall goals have been established for the
valley: : :

» An adequate supply of useable ground and surface water, with Hodges Reservoir
preserved as an expanded source of public water supply

 San Pasqual Valley maintained as an agricultural preserve

* A riparian corridor extending throughout the valley along the course of the San Dieguito
River, Santa Ysabel and Santa Maria Creeks, as well as other biologically sensitive
habitats preserved and managed as part of an interconnected regional open space system

 Agricultural lands protected from flooding where economically and environmentally
possible, and all flood control measures beyond pilot channel maintenance according to a
cost-benefit analysis '



A continuous multiuse corridor of walking, equestrian and bicycle trails encompassing the
entire valley, and recreation facilities that do not compromise the valley’s natural
character and that are compatible with agriculture

Visitor-serving activity in the valley limited to specific locations

Preserved prehistoric and historic cultural resources and rural agricultural character

A multimodal circulation system that adequately accommodates the needs of residents and
visitors of the valley, as well as regional traffic, and that is compatible with its rural

character

Adequate community facilities and services to serve the residents and visitors of the valley
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INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE OF THE PLAN

The San Pasqual Valley Plan is the City of San Diego’s adopted statement of policy for
growth and development, as well as conservation, of the San Pasqual Valley Planning Area
over the next ten to 15 years. The Plan describes a course of action considered to be
advantageous to the City as a whole. The Plan is designed to influence and determine ,
decisions regarding land use and development in the future. The Plan proposes specific goals
and recommendations regarding the use and development of land within the valley, as well as
the management of sensitive resources, and identifies how implementation of this Plan will
affect public services and facilities such as roads and public safety.

PLAN ORGANIZATION

The San Pasqual Valley Plan consists of two parts: 1) this document which sets forth in text
and graphics the goals, policies and specific proposals, and 2) a land use map on file in the
Planning Department that depicts land use designations at a scale of one inch to 800 feet.

The San PaSqual Valley Plan text is organized as follows:
The Introduction describes the purpose of the Plan, its organization and development.

The Planning Context provides background on the planning area and its development
history as well as a description of its urban setting, environmental influences and relevant
citywide and regional planning issues. The Elements of the Plan set forth the goals for the
future development of the plan area, the policies that will guide the actions of the City as it
works toward achieving these goals, and more specific proposals describing how the policies
will be applied to particular areas of the valley. These sections also contain tables of
recommended actions to implement the policies and proposals of the Plan and a timeframe
for implementation.

Additional background information is provided in the Appendices.
HOW THE PLAN WAS DEVELOPED

The update of the San Pasqual Valley Plan is a cooperative effort involving the San Pasqual
Valley-Lake Hodges Planning Group, the Agricultural Advisory Board, the City of San
Diego Planning Department, other City departments and governmental agencies. The Plan
update was funded by the City of San Diego Water Utilities Department.

At the onset of planning efforts in October 1993, the San Pasqual Valley-Lake Hodges
Planning Group met regularly and in subcommittees to identify issues that served as the
framework for the development of the goals, policies and proposals of this Plan. Meetings
were often conducted as forums around specific Plan issues. The planning group is
comprised of leaseholders and representatives of other communities within a larger study
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area that includes Escondido, Ramona, Rancho Bernardo and Del Dios. As a result of
Planning Group input, extensive field work, numerous meetings with City staff and other
governmental organizations, a careful review of existing planning documents and input
received during a community forum/workshop held on January 26, 1994, a Summary of
Existing Conditions, Planning Issues and Plan Update Goals was prepared in March 1994.

The summary report was used as the basis for an issues and goals workshop held with the
Planning Commission in March 1994.

In July 1994 a draft plan update was published and distributed for public review. A revised
draft plan which incorporated comments received during the public review period was
distributed in December 1994, Two additional public workshops were held before the
Planning Commission in January and March 1995. A noticed public hearing was held before
the Commission in April 1995, The San Pasqual Valley-Lake Hodges Planning Group
continued to review and provide input to the Plan through the workshop and public hearing
process. The City Council adopted the Plan in June 1995.
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PLANNING CONTEXT

- THE COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA

The San Pasqual Valley Plan area is approximately 14,000 acres in area and is largely owned
by the City of San Diego Water Utilities Department. The plan area includes approximately
3,000 acres located outside the City’s municipal boundary proposed for future annexation
(Figure 14). Agricultural land uses are prevalent and consist of various orchard, vine and
field crops; dairy operations; and pasture land. The valley is located in the northern-most
‘portion of the City of San Diego, 26 miles north of downtown San Diego, and is generally
bounded on the north by the City of Escondido; on the east and west by unincorporated land
within San Diego County; and on the south by the City of Poway and the Rancho Bernardo
community.

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING HISTORY

- The first major development in the valley was the construction of an irrigation canal for
‘agriculture in 1853. A second irrigation canal was constructed in 1887. Although planned, a
dam upstream in the Pamo Valley was never constructed and irrigation in the valley
continued through the use of small canals and wells. By 1912, approx1mately 1,000 acres of
field crops and orchards were under irrigation.

In 1918, the San Dieguito Mutual Water Company constructed the Hodges Dam, and water
from the reservoir was transported to La Jolla and users in the lower San Dieguito Valley.
The City acquired the reservoir in 1925. Although the City acquired the land necessary to
raise the water level of the reservoir, the plan to enlarge the Hodges Reservoir in the 1940s,
known as the “Super Hodges Project,” was never implemented.

In 1954, construction of the Sutherland Dam near Ramona was completed by the City.
However, in 1956, landowners in the San Pasqual Valley brought a successful lawsuit against
the City over impacts of the Sutherland Reservoir and, as a result, the City’s use of the
Sutherland Reservoir was seriously restricted. Consequently, the City acquired the majority
of the privately-owned riparian property in the San Pasqual Valley by the late 1950s.

In the early 1960s, land within the San Pasqual Valley was annexed to the City of San Diego,
and the first San Pasqual Valley Plan was adopted in May 1964. That plan designated the
valley as an agricultural and open space preserve. Approved as a guide for the development
of the valley for the next 30 years, the plan was intended to expand the City’s agricultural -
economy and to provide long-term, direct income from the agricultural use of these publicly-
owned lands.

The Progress Guide and General Plan (General Plan) designates the San Pasqual Valley for
agricultural, open space and resource-based park uses. The planning area is further identified
as a Future Urbanizing Area in the General categories identified in the General Plan and is
applied to large undeveloped areas within the City in order to protect them from premature
development.
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An update of the San Pasqual Valley Plan was prepared in the mid-1980s in response to
extensive flood damage during the rainy season of 1978, and the need to implement measures
to protect agricultural land from future flooding. The plan update was never adopted because
of unresolved issues as a result of the pending mitigation plan for Pamo Dam. The mitigation
plan proposed restoration of riparian habitat for the Least Bell's Vireo along Santa Ysabel
Creek, creating a conflict between recommendations for flood control improvements, sand
and gravel mining, and agriculture uses contained within the draft San Pasqual Valley Plan.

In 1995, the San pasqual Valley Plan was updated in response to issues raised during that
plan update process, as well as to new planning issues which have emerged. New issues
include water quality in the Hodges Reservoir and groundwater basin, the impacts of the
Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), and the San Dieguito River Valley
Regional Open Space Park Concept Plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The San Pasqual Valley lies within the San Dieguito River Basin, the fourth largest drainage
basin in San Diego County. The principal stream tributaries within the valley are Santa
Ysabel Creek, Guejito Creek and Santa Maria Creek.

The San Pasqual Valley Plan Area extends from the Hodges Reservoir Dam eastward to
Clevenger Canyon located at the narrow, eastern reach of the valley. The Hodges Reservoir
landscape includes the broad, open waters of Hodges Reservoir and the contrasting steep,
rocky slopes of the surrounding mountainous terrain to the north and south.

The area of the valley from Interstate 15 (I-15) to “the narrows” (see Figure 4) is dominated
by groves of willows in the floodplain and distant views of hills and mountain ranges to the
east. The valley is broad through much of this landscape, with moderate to steep hillsides
bordering the valley to the north and south, and the primary uses within the floodplain are
agricultural in nature.

That portion of the valley from the narrows eastward consists of a broad, open floodplain
strongly defined by steep hillsides to the north and south. The valley floor consists of farms
and fields, while the slopes are a combination of native scrub and hillside groves of citrus
and avocado.

The Clevenger Canyon landscape begins at the narrow, eastern reach of the valley. Within
this landscape, Santa Ysabel Creek has cut a deep, narrow and meandering course through
the rugged terrain. This area is characterized by citrus and avocado groves, as well as by
naturally vegetated steep hillsides and narrow canyons.
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URBAN SETTING

Large portions of land surrounding San Pasqual Valley are highly urbanized, in particular
land adjacent to the 1-15 corridor. A regional retail and community shopping center, North
County Fair, is located at 1-15 and Via Rancho Parkway in Escondido, and urban residential
densities occur in both Escondido and Rancho Bernardo. The village-like community of Del
Dios is located on unincorporated land within the county along the western shore of Hodges
Reservoir. Moving eastward from 1-15, surrounding adjacent development patterns change
from urban densities to more rural estate development and open space. Land surroundmg the
eastern-most boundary of the valley is largely open space.

DEMOGRAPHICS

The valley is an agricultural preserve and does not have a large population. According to the
1990 Census of Population and Housing, the San Pasqual Valley (including some portions of
the valley within the county) contained 426 people housed in 127 dwelling units. Household
size in the plan area is 3.44 people/housing unit, compared to an overall City of San Diego
figure of 2.61 people/housing unit. The median age of people living in the valley is 29.1
years. Median household income in the valley is $31,354, compared to an overall City of San
Diego median of $33,686. The San Pasqual Valley has a proportionately higher population of
people of Hispanic origin (43 percent) than the overall City (21 percent).

Bxisting 1995 Land Use Proposed Land Use
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WATER RESOURCES

BACKGROUND

The San Pasqual Valley is located within the San Dieguito River Basin. The San Dieguito
Basin drainage area is approximately 350 square miles and contains the San Dieguito River
and its tributary creeks. The following major tributaries of the San Dieguito River are located
within the San Pasqual Valley: Santa Ysabel Creek, Santa Maria Creek, Guejito Creek and
Cloverdale Creek.

The San Dieguito River Basin contains two major surface water storage facilities, Sutherland
Reservoir and Hodges Reservoir (both owned and operated by the City of San Diego Water
Utilities Department). Hodges Reservoir is located within the western portion of the San
Pasqual Valley Plan area and Sutherland Reservoir is located east of the plan area near
Ramona. While Hodges Reservoir has the largest drainage area and the greatest local water
supply potential among City reservoirs, with 33,500 acre-feet (AF) of storage capacity, it is
only the sixth largest of the City’s nine reservoirs. Considering that the original capacity of
the reservoir was 37,500 acre-feet in 1919, and the latest capacity number of 33,500 acre-feet
dates back to 1948, existing reservoir capacity may be less due to further siltation since
1948.There are currently no facilities in place to transfer this water to any of the City
treatment plants. However, the City is obligated to deliver water from the Hodges Reservoir
to the nearby San Dieguito and Santa Fe Irrigation Districts until the year 2019. Sutherland
Reservoir contains 29,700 acre-feet of storage capacity and provides water to the Alvarado
Treatment Facility serving the central part of the City.

The Water Utilities Department has prepared a Reservoir Management Study to evaluate
opportunities for improving the efficiency and usefulness of the City's reservoir system. The
- study identified the potential to connect both the Hodges Reservoir and the San Vicente
Reservoir to the Miramar Treatment Plant to provide critical emergency storage capacity for
the Miramar Treatment Plant service area. The Miramar Treatment Plant serves the area
north of Clairemont Mesa and is currently supplied only with imported water from the
County Water Authority aqueduct. Should the imported water delivery be interrupted in an
emergency, or become unreliable due to a water shortage, the available 5,000 acre-feet
storage in Lake Miramar is inadequate to meet the area's short-term need. In order to improve
the emergency storage capacity of the Miramar service area, the Water Utilities Department
is planning to construct a pump station and pipeline to transfer water between the CWA
aqueduct and Lake Hodges and ultimately to the Miramar Treatment Plant.

The San Pasqual/Hodges groundwater basins are also a significant natural water resource in
the valley. The groundwater basins have a surface area of about 6,750 acres and the
California Department of Water Resources has estimated the total capacity at 95,000 acre-
feet, among the largest groundwater basins in San Diego County. The useable capacity of the
basin is estimated at 48,000 acre-feet. Water in the groundwater basin is currently used for
agricultural irrigation of City-leased property.
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The San Pasqual Aquatic Treatment Facility was completed in 1993 and has the capacity to
produce one million gallons of highly treated reclaimed water per day from wastewater. The
City’s Metropolitan Wastewater Department has studied the potential use for reclaimed water
and has concluded that landscape irrigation and commercial/industrial use in Rancho
Bernardo are the most feasible uses at this time. Other potential uses for reclaimed water are
agricultural irrigation and recharge of the San Pasqual Groundwater basin.

The groundwater basin could also be recharged with the excess stormwater runoff that is not
being captured in Hodges or Sutherland Reservoirs. Groundwater storage may also be
efficiently used to store periodically available surplus imported water. Conceptual facilities
identified in the Reservoir Management Study include a groundwater recharge basin,
injection and extraction wells and connecting subsurface pipelines.

An evaluation of water quality in the Hodges Reservoir and the groundwater basin is being
conducted by the Water Utilities Department as part of a Watershed Sanitary Survey project
required for all City reservoirs according to state law. Results from this survey will drive the
development of a watershed management plan to include best amendment practices and will
also address issues relating to future land uses in the entire watershed of Hodges Reservoir,
including the San Pasqual Valley.

GOALS

* An adequate supply of useable ground and surface water
 Improved water quality in the Hodges Reservoir and the San Pasqual groundwater basin

» Hodges Reservoir preserved as an expanded source of public water supply
POLICIES

1. The City shall develop the valley’s water resources for municipal water supply. Water
~ resource development will require new facilities in areas designated for agriculture and
open space.

2. The City shall maintain the water quality in the Hodges Reservoir and the San Pasqual
groundwater basins at a level consistent with municipal water supply needs.

3. The City shall regulate activities that are proven to be a detriment to the maintenance of
useable water quality in the groundwater basin and Hodges Reservoir.

SPECIFIC PROPOSAL
Re-evaluate San Pasqual Valley activities after completion of the Watershed Sanitary Survey
in 1996. Activities proven to be detrimental to maintaining useable water quality should be

regulated. These regulations should be based upon State Regional Water Quality Control
Board standards and Soil Conservation Service’s best management practices. '
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ACTION PLAN

Recommended Timing

Implementation Responsibility for See for More
Measures Adopt with Plan - Ongoing Within 15 Years Implementation Source of Funding Detail
Re-evaluate land uses upon . . Real Estate Assets, N/A Proposals 1,2
completion of watershed Water Utilities and
sanitary study; revise Planning Departments
leases )
Develop best . - Real Estate Assets and Water Utilities Proposal 2
implementation practices Water Utilities Department

Department
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AGRICULTURE

BACKGROUND

The 1964 San Pasqual Valley Plan designates the valley primarily for agricultural use. In
1970, the City Council adopted a resolution designating that the valley be maintained as an
agricultural preserve. The City has pursued a program to develop the valley for agricultural
uses through lease agreements with agricultural enterprises. In fact, agricultural leases are the
predominate land use in the San Pasqual Valley and comprise approximately 30 percent of
the 14,000-acre plan area. Agricultural activities within the valley include livestock grazing,
horse stables, dairy farming, orchard cultivation and the growing of nursery stock. These
agricultural enterprises have a positive impact on the local economy—the gross economic
value of products and services produced by the agricultural lessees is approximately 30
million dollars annually.

Retail activity in the valley occurs in conjunction with agriculture and includes the sale of
locally grown produce and nursery stock. The direct sale of the valley’s agricultural products
provides the customer an alternative shopping experience in a unique setting. The farmer
benefits by having access to the area’s large population.

The value of the San Pasqual Valley for agriculture is based on a number of factors,
including water, climate, soils and flood control.

Water

The availability and cost of water are the main factors that determine the viability of
agriculture in an arid environment like San Diego. The San Pasqual groundwater basin
provides the valley with a reliable water source. However, recharge of the groundwater basin
is unreliable in dry years while localized usage has been i mcreasmg, therefore, the potential
exists for future water shortages.

The City has made groundwater available to the leaseholds for the cost of developing wells
plus the cost of pumping the water (which is typically less than the cost of imported water).

Water quality is of equal concern to agricultural operations. The groundwater quality in the
eastern portion of the valley generally remains high due to inflows from upstream, while
water quality in the western portion of the valley is compromised by high levels of salts and
nitrogen.

Climate

The climate in the San Pasqual Valley is particularly suited for agricultural crop production.
The valley is both influenced by coastal and interior climatic conditions. The coastal
influence moderates winter cold, while the interior influence increases summer heat, glvmg
the valley a long growing season suitable for a wide variety of crops.
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Soils

The most valuable soils are found in the upper San Pasqual Valley and in the floodplain
above Hodges Reservoir. Generally, these soils are characterized as well drained, nearly level
to moderately sloping, and range from loamy sand to clay. They are well suited for growing
avocado, citrus, flowers and truck crops. The valley also contains soils that are low in fertility
due to poor or excessive drainage and low levels of organic matter. Some of the poorer soils
in the valley have been successfully utilized for growing nursery stock.

Flood Control

Historically, some measure of flood control has existed in the valley and continued flood
control is considered important by the farmers to the maintenance of agriculture. The farmers
in the valley believe that the necessary width of flood channels to provide adequate flood
management need to be based upon identified risk assessments from hydraulic modeling, and
that a plan to capture and remove sand and sediment from the riparian open space corridor is
also required. If properly designed and implemented, flood management can be
accomplished in a manner that is compatible with the preservation of natural resources, water
quality and agriculture. Refer to the Flood Control Element of this Plan for a complete
description of goals, policies and specific proposals.

Housing

Housing needs in the San Pasqual Valley relate primarily to the provision of housing for the
farmworkers employed by the farms and nurseries in the Valley. There are 39 units of
housing dispersed throughout the San Pasqual Valley east of Hodges Reservoir. All of these
housing units are under City ownership. Some of these housing units are included in the
agricultural leases while others are leased separately. Farm labor is divided into two
overlapping groups: permanent workers and day laborers who are employed on a seasonal
basis during peak periods. Permanent workers include skilled and professional staff that
receive higher pay than other farm workers and therefore do not have the same limitations in
housing choice. '

Housing opportunities exist outside the valley in the neighboring communities of Escondido,
Rancho Bernardo and Ramona. However, there is a significant population of day laborers in
North San Diego County living in illegal, temporary encampments. These encampments lack
indoor plumbing, heating and cooking facilities. In order to address the needs of permanent
employees who are inadequately housed, the City Council has adopted a series of policies
and incentives to promote low-income housing for farm workers. These policies and
incentives are based on the following considerations:

+ Agriculture, even with modern mechanization, still requires significant amounts of labor
« Labor requirements can be especially intensive during planting and harvesting periods

» Due to the prevailing wages and the cost of housing, few agricultural workers can afford
typical housing near agricultural sites
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« It is unlikely that it would be economically viable for agricultural businesses to provide
housing for all workers

* “Acceptable housing” must be clearly defined since so many perspectives exist
Visitor-Serving Uses

Most commercial activity in the San Pasqual Valley is related to tourism, education or
recreation. These uses include the Orfila Winery, which provides wine-tasting and catering
facilities, and the San Diego Wild Animal Park operated by the zoological society on 1,800
acres of land leased from the City. The Wild Animal park operates through a lease agreement
with the City that predates many regulatory requirements. Although the primary goal of the
zoological society is the preservation, care and study of endangered wildlife, the Wild
Animal Park also operates visitor facilities, provides exhibits, restaurants, concessions,
parking areas, as well as the Center for the Reproduction of Endangered Species and
veterinary hospital facilities. In fact, the park is the third largest tourist attraction in the
county, drawing 1.4 million visitors a year.

The Escondido Golf Course and the Hodges Golf Improvement Center are commercial
recreational uses that lease over 55 acres of land from the City.

The forecasted attendance prepared by the Wild Animal Park anticipates that the current
number of visitors per year will double in 50 years. The park plans to expand the animal
exhibit area and related facilities to accommodate the expected increase in attendance.
Currently, the park does not provide overnight accommodations for visitors.

GOALS

» San Pasqual Valley maintained as an agricultural preserve

 Agriculture practiced to minimize impacts on water quality .

+ Land use conflicts between agriculture and other land uses minimized

» Agricultural lands protected from flooding where economically and environmentally
‘possible

 Limited retail activity in conjunction with agriculture
» An adequate supply of farm worker housing

+ Enhanced visitor enjoyment of the valley in conjunction with the Wild Animal Park and
Orfila Winery while minimizing impacts on the valley’s rural character

* Non-agricultural uses reverted to agricultural lands at the time when these uses are
discontinued
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POLICIES

1.

Agricultural activity should be managed to minimize soil erosion and minimize the release
of contaminants into the groundwater basin and Hodges Reservoir.

. Prohibit or regulate local activities that are proven to be a significant detriment to the

maintenance of useable water quality in the groundwater basin and Hodges Reservoir.

. The City shall work with leaseholders to develop economically and environmentally

sound approaches to providing the minimum necessary flood control to support agriculture
within the San Pasqual Valley. '

. Retail activity in areas designated for agriculture should be limited to uses that are related

to agriculture such as the sale of locally grown farm products.

. The City shall encourage the provision of farmworker housing through public subsidies or

incentives to the lessees. Leasehold incentives could include alternative means of meeting
minimum code requirements and payment of housing impact fees with public funds.

. Dwellings shall be maintained in a habitable condition.

. Visitor serving uses shall be designed to minimize the impacts on the valley's rural

character. The City shall employ the design and development criteria contained in
Appendix E of this Plan, as appropriate, to determine whether a project is compatible with
the rural agricultural character of the valley.

. Agricultural activities are encouraged to provide for educational experiences which

demonstrate the agricultural operations of the San Pasqual valley.

SPECIFIC PROPOSALS

1.

Existing leases should be amended upon renewal to include best management practices as
recommended by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service.

. Eliminate from future leases uses that are identified by ongoing water quality studies as

incompatible with prudent watershed management practices.

. Inspect the City-owned houses to ensure that they continue to meet building code

standards and have adequate septic systems. Where further repairs and improvements are
necessary, work with the lessees, the Housing Commission and other appropriate agencies
to offer financial assistance ‘and rent subsidies to make the repairs economically feasible,
while still retaining affordability for the occupants.

. Negotiate provisions for farmworker housing, when practical, into new leasehold

agreements or as they come up for renewal. Work with the Housing Commission and/or
other appropriate agencies to design and facilitate financing of the housing.
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5. Study economically and environmentally sound approaches to providing the minimum
necessary flood control to support agriculture within the San Pasqual Valley.

6. Designate the San Diego Wild Animal Park lease area north of SR-78 for zoological park
and open space use. Development should proceed according to the park’s Long Range
Facilities Plan (LRFP) and will include animal exhibit and holding facilities, Center for
the Reproduction of Endangered Species, animal care facilities, veterinary hospital, food
and gift concessions, lodging facilities and entertainment uses. The Wild Animal Park
expects that their LRFP will take at least 50 years to reach completion.

The Wild Animal Park processed a Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO) permit in order
to implement the initial phase of their plan as well as the policies of the Sensitive
Resources and Open Space Element of this Plan. This RPO applies to existing park
development and a small portion of their undisturbed leasehold as illustrated on

Figure 10.

The completion of development according to their Long Range Facilities Plan will require
expansion into undisturbed areas. Expansion into undisturbed areas will require an
amendment to their RPO. Future expansion should be based upon updated biological
mapping conducted by the Wild Animal Park, and expansion should be limited to the less
sensitive portions of the leasehold.

8. Designate approximately 15 acres encompassing the knoll where the Orfila Winery and
gift shop building and parking and picnic areas are located for agriculture.

9. The Hodges Golf Improvement Center site should revert back to an agricultural use when
that lease expires or the use is discontinued, whichever comes first.
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ACTION PLAN

Recommended Timing

Implementation . Responsibility for See for More
Measures Adopt with Plan  Ongoing Within 15 Years Implementation Source of Funding Detail
Amend leases to include . Real Estate Assets N/A Proposals I,2
best management Department

practices

Inspect City-owned houses . Development Services Housing Commission Proposal 3

to ensure building code Department,

compliance Housing Commission

Encourage provision of . Real Estate Assets N/A Proposal 4
farmworker housing in Department, Housing

new or renewed leases Commission

when practical )

Study economically and . Leaseholders, Undetermined Proposal 6
environmentally sound Water Utilities

approaches to providing Department

the minimum necessary
flood control
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SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES AND OPEN SPACE

BACKGROUND

The Lake Hodges/San Pasqual Valley area is a significant open space resource providing
contrast with the extensive urbanization located on either side of the valley in Escondido and
Rancho Bernardo. The lack of urban development throughout such a large land area is
particularly sustaining to wildlife.

The San Diego region contains many plant and animal species that are adapted to highly
specialized conditions. This biodiversity is easily threatened by development in areas of
native habitat, whereby many species are becoming threatened with extinction. The San
Pasqual Valley contains a significant block of undisturbed native habitat containing rare or
threatened plant and animal species.

Areas containing important biological resources are located around Hodges Reservoir, the
San Dieguito River and its tributary creeks, and the upland areas including the steep slopes
above the valley. San Pasqual’s sensitive biological resources consist of the following native
plant communities and habitat types (Figure 4). All of these resources require special
attention due to their uniqueness, rarity, specialized biological function, high degree of
diversity, or provision of habitat for species that qualify for listing under the federal
Endangered Species Act.

Chaparral »
A tall, broad-leaved shrub community with thick vegetation often found on moist north and
east facing slopes. It is valuable as a wildlife food source and cover.

Coastal Sage Scrub

A low-growing, open, soft-wooded sub-shrub plant community that is well adapted to the
drier conditions of south and west facing slopes and mesa tops. Due to the regional decline of
this plant community and of the species that inhabit it, coastal sage scrub is considered highly
sensitive and is a high priority for preservation. Coastal sage scrub provides habitat for the
federally-threatened California gnatcatcher.

Oak Woodland

An uncommon, extremely slow-growing plant community considered highly sensitive due to
its value to wildlife, and a priority for preservation. Oak woodlands are found in the valley’s
tributary canyons along lower slopes and canyon bottoms.

Grasslands

Important foraging areas for birds, insects, reptiles and mammal species, native grasslands
also support several sensitive annual plants and are considered highly sensitive and a high
priority for preservation.
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Riparian

Plant communities occurring along stream banks and in creek beds where water is available.
Riparian vegetation requires the presence of water, either above or below ground, during a
significant portion of the growing season. Riparian areas provide food, cover, shade, water
and nesting areas for wildlife and also act to control erosion and sedimentation. The
federally-endangered least Bell’s vireo nests in the willow groves found along the San
Dieguito River and its tributary creeks. Considered wetlands, riparian habitat is critical to the
survival and movement of wildlife and is therefore a high priority for preservation.

Wildlife Connections

Wildlife movement corridors are an important element of viable habitat that are considered
sensitive according to the City’s Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO). When these
corridors are severed by development or roads, habitats are fragmented. This isolation affects
some species more than others, but can result in declining wildlife populations. It is,
therefore, important to identify the location of active or potential corridors and to maintain
suitable connections between open space. '

In the San Pasqual Valley, wildlife movement occurs between the watercourse and habitat
located on the slopes of the valley. Although some wildlife movement will pass through
agricultural areas (especially orchards), the cover provided by riparian vegetation is more
conducive to wildlife movement. Therefore, it is important to restore riparian vegetation in
areas where it has been disturbed by agriculture or other activity. In portions of the
watercourse, the floodway has been filled to reclaim land for agricultural use. Wildlife
movement is more difficult in areas where the creek channel is “pinched” and devoid of plant
cover.

Although most land in the San Pasqual Plan area is under public ownership, there are eight
A-1-10 zoned parcels containing approximately 550 acres that are privately owned. These
parcels are located on the steep slopes and ridgetops above the valley. Development of
private property that contains sensitive resources is regulated by the City’s Resource
Protection Ordinance (RPO). RPO is designed to protect sensitive native biological species
and their habitats, steep hillsides, 100-year floodplains, wetlands, prehistoric and historic
sites. Ongoing agricultural activity in areas that have been farmed within the last five years is
exempt from RPO.

In addition, State and Federal agencies such as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Army
Corps of Engineers, and the California Department of Fish and Game have jurisdiction over
development in wetlands, and habitats for threatened or endangered species.

The General Plan recognizes the importance of maintaining a viable ecosystem, the
conservation of endangered species, and the management of land for the protection of natural

resources.

The City is curréntly developing a Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) to
protect key habitat areas and wildlife corridors and to meet the requirements of the federal
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and state Endangered Species Acts by preserving rare, threatened and endangered species in
the San Diego region. The goals of the MSCP are to maintain biodiversity in the region and
thereby eliminate causes of species extinction; facilitate permit issuance and mitigation of
public and private sector land development and construction projects; and maintain a balance
between preservation of natural resources and growth of the regional economy.

The land around Hodges Reservoir up to “the narrows” within the San Pasqual plan area is
one of the four “cornerstone” areas being considered for inclusion in the MSCP preserve
system. The cornerstone lands constitute the City’s initial commitment of lands to the
preserve system for which the City will receive mitigation “credit.”

The draft MSCP Plan recommends that the most important areas for conservation are those
natural areas around Hodges Reservoir, the riparian habitat along the San Dieguito River and
its tributaries through San Pasqual Valley, and the naturally vegetated slopes above the river
valley. The majority of the riparian habitats in the river valley provide excellent opportunities
for restoration and enhancement of the wildlife corridor through the valley. Conserved lands
in the Hodges Reservoir/San Pasqual Valley area will be the cornerstone for a natural
east/west open space corridor within the San Dieguito River Valley and San Pasqual Valley.

GOALS
A planning area-wide open space system with the following characteristics:

» Preserved riparian corridors along the San Dieguito River and its tributaries, and improved
riparian vegetation through a more natural flood cycle and limited flood improvements
 Preserved sensitive upland habitats

* Vital naturally-vegetated linkages provided to the surrounding regional open space system
POLICIES

1. The undisturbed oak woodland, chaparral and coastal sage scrub habitats throughout the
valley shall be preserved as open space.

2. Native riparian vegetation along the course of the San Dieguito River and its tributary
creeks shall be preserved, or restored where disturbed.

3. A wildlife connection shall be preserved along the watercourse of the San Dieguito River.
Connections to upland habitat areas shall be preserved (or restored where interrupted)
following the river’s tributary creeks.

4. Areas designated for open space preservation on publicly-owned land shall be protected
from environmentally destructive activity. However, construction and maintenance
activities for flood control projects and for municipal and agricultural water production
purposes shall be permitted within open space.

-37-



Proposed
Open Space

NORTH
COUNTY
FAIR

Open Space

.38 -



Proposed
Proposed Open Space

Open Space

e
RRERNAL |

CLOVERDALE RD. ey
gl e

.
IR e
PNV

b

22

h - - o
| e PUTTIEST  Seen
: N T e
i " N

LD ~ g

ANIMAL

" Proposed .
PARK L e

T . Open Space

ANt TN

Open Space

L]

~eww  Proposed Realignment NORTH

Proposed Open Space Land Use | §

San Pasqual Valley Plan jricure

-39.



. Periodic sand removal in the riparian open space corridor beyond the maintenance of the

40-foot pilot channel can be considered only if determined to be beneficial to the riparian
corridor as part of the implementation of an approved restoration plan.

. Sensitive habitat area that is degraded by human activity, or compromised by the presence

of exotic or invasive plant species shall be restored, as feasible, for mitigation credit.

. The open space designated by this Plan shall also be included in a Multiple Species

Conservation Program (MSCP) preserve.

. Lease boundary adjustments needed to implement specific proposals of this Plan should

minimize additional costs to the City or financial hardships to the leaseholder. Typically,
lease boundary adjustments will occur when leases are renewed.

. Habitat protection or restoration proposals for mitigation should be based on the specific

proposals of this Plan. '

SPECIFIC PROPOSALS

General

L.

Designate the following areas containing undisturbed native vegetation as open space
(Figure 5): the shoreline around Hodges Reservoir; the riparian corridor formed by the
San Dieguito River and its tributary creeks; and the steep slopes in the San Pasqual
Valley.

. Exclude riparian open space from City leases as those leases are renewed or renegotiated.

Agricultural activity (including livestock and equipment) will not be permitted in riparian
open space. At a minimum, the City will demarcate the riparian open space corridor with
survey markers. Signage, or additional barriers such as fencing, should be used to restrict
public access where required.

. Retain the existing Agricultural A-1-10 zoning on land designated for open space. An

open space zone intended for preservation of natural open space may be adopted in the
future as a result of the City’s zoning code update.

. Complete a biological survey for the parcels identified in Appendix D if they are annexed

to the City. At a minimum, the portions of these parcels that contain sensitive biological
resources shall be designated for open space preservation.

. Any new or renewed lease for dairy or cattle grazing operations adj acent to riparian

habitat will include a requirement to trap brown-headed cowbirds, a nest parasite of the
threatened least Bell’s vireo.

. Prepare a plan for the eradication of exotic plant species, such as tamarisk and arundo,

from the San Dieguito River and its tributary creeks as part of a riparian woodland
mitigation project.
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Reach 1

7.

Preserve as open space the undisturbed upland vegetation and riparian areas along the
shoreline of Hodges Reservoir for future use as a “cornerstone™ area in the MSCP
preserve system.

Reach 2

8.

10.

11.

12.

Establish a riparian buffer from the edge of the existing riparian habitat on the Pinery
Tree Farm lease located between Highland Valley Road and Hodges Reservoir. The
width of the buffer should be based on the relative ability for riparian vegetation to
regenerate and the potential impacts of existing agricultural uses or future commercial
use on the least Bell’s vireo population.

Strengthen the wildlife connection along Sycamore Creek to the Blue Sky Ranch open
space preserve in Poway. The flood channel should be modified to improve the corridor
width and create a more natural channel bank. The berm on the eastern edge of the creek
will need to be eventually modified and potentially moved to create a shallower slope
ratio and to provide flood control for agricultural uses to the east.

At present, widening the channel is infeasible, due to the cost of relocating the
improvements on the Pinery Tree Farm lease. However, if the agricultural operation
should change, or the tenant is willing to participate with the City, the land area necessary
for establishing a channel bank with a shallower slope ratio and flood protection should
be withheld from long-term use.

Preserve as open space the San Dieguito River floodplain between Hodges Reservoir and
“the narrows” for future use as a “cornerstone” area for the MSCP preserve system.
Riparian vegetation should be protected by removing livestock grazing and other
agricultural uses from the floodplain. The existing cattle-grazing, soil-mixing and
composting leases should be relocated elsewhere.

The Pinery nursery maintains a grove of pine trees adjacent to Highland Valley Road for
use as seed stock. Maintenance of mature trees is compatible with the use of this area as
open space.

Protect the coastal sage scrub habitat on the 26 acres that the state leases for the Mule
Hill historical landmark. Mule Hill should continue to be maintained as open space.
However, park uses for historical interpretation and visitor enjoyment may also be
proposed. Low-impact park uses such as a trail, viewing area and historical marker would
be consistent with maintaining the site as a visual and habitat resource.

The 100-acre squash farming lease on the north side of the floodplain should be
considered for phased restoration of coastal sage scrub habitat to establish a wildlife
connection between the riparian habitat and habitat preserved as open space in
Escondido. The location, amount and timing of restoration will be evaluated. However,
acquisition of privately-owned coastal sage scrub habitat elsewhere in the valley should
be a higher priority for use of environmental mitigation funds; therefore, interim use of
this area for sustainable agriculture should be permitted.
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13.

Designate the undisturbed habitat located on the steep slopes south of “the narrows” as
open space. This area includes several parcels that are in private ownership. Acquisition
of these privately-owned parcels using mitigation or open space funds should be a
priority. If these parcels are not acquired, estate-density residential development
pursuant to the Al-10 Zone, or its equivalent, shall be permitted. Development shall be
limited to the least sensitive portions of these parcels with the more sensitive areas
preserved as open space; and comply with resource protection regulations.

Reach 3

14.

15.

Preserve the existing approximately 800-foot-wide undisturbed riparian corridor along
the San Dieguito River as a wildlife connection between the floodplain east of Hodges
Reservoir (MSCP cornerstone land) and areas with upland habitat.

Establish a 300-500-foot-wide riparian corridor for use as a wildlife conhection to

~ upland habitat in Cloverdale Canyon. The following projects are needed to enhance the

16.

16a.

Cloverdale Creek riparian corridor:

*+ Restore the riparian corridor to a 500-foot width through the Amsod lease. The creek
channel will need to be widened to 500 feet to enable the riparian vegetation to
establish.

» Make enhancements to the riparian corridor as it passes through the Wild Animal
Park lease between Old Pasqual Road and SR-78. Protect the riparian vegetation on
the eastern edge of the corridor from further disturbance and remove the tamarisk and
other exotic vegetation.

* Restore a 300-foot riparian corridor through the De Jong Dairy lease. The corridor
should be fenced to keep livestock from disturbing riparian vegetation, especially in
the locations where livestock are permitted to cross the creek channel.

Designate the undisturbed habitat located on the steep slopes east of Cloverdale Canyon
and north of SR-78 as open space. This area includes several parcels that are in private
ownership. Acquisition of these privately-owned parcels using mitigation or open space
funds should be a priority. If these parcels are not acquired, estate-density residential
development pursuant to the A1-10 Zone, or its equivalent shall be permitted.
Development shall be limited to the least sensitive portions of these parcels with the
more sensitive areas preserved as open space; and comply with resource protection
regulations. '

Preserve the steep slopes and sensitive habitat located on the Harwood and Mutual
Assets properties north of the Wild Animal Park as open space. If these properties are
annexed to the City of San Diego, estate density residential development may be
permitted pursuant to the A1-10 Zone or its equivalent.
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Reach 4

17.

18.

19.

20.

Protect the coastal sage scrub habitat on the 46 acres that the State leases for the San
Pasqual Battlefield historical landmark. The San Pasqual Battlefield should continue to
be maintained for historical interpretation and open space. Any expansion of park
facilities should be limited to areas with the least impact to visual quality and sensitive
biology.

Preserve the existing riparian corridor along Santa Ysabel Creek for use as a wildlife
connection to upland habitat to the east.

Establish a riparian corridor along the Santa Maria Creek channel for use as wildlife
connection to upland habitat to the south. Remove the creek channel from the dairy lease
and install fencing to prevent livestock grazing in the creek channel while the riparian
vegetation regenerates.

Preserve the undisturbed upland habitat south of Bandy Canyon Road as open space.
Restore coastal sage scrub habitat where needed to strengthen the wildlife connection
along Santa Maria Creek.

Reach 5

21.

Preserve the existing riparian corridor along Santa Ysabel Creek for use as a wildlife
connection to Pamo Valley.
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ACTION PLAN

Implementation
Measures

Recommended Timing
) Responsibility for
Adopt with Plan  Ongoing  Within 15 Years Implementation

Source of Funding

See for More
Detail

Revise leases . Real Estate Assets General Fund Proposals 1, 2, 5,

Department 8,9,10,11, 14,
16,17,19

Create MSCP . Undetermined Mitigation Funds Proposals 7, 10

“Cornerstone” preserve

Restore riparian habitat . Undetermined Mitigation Funds Proposals 8, 14, 19

Restore coastal sage habitat . ) Undetermined Mitigation Funds Proposals 11, 18

Acquire privately-owned . Undetermined Mitigation Funds Proposals 12, 15

parcels
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MINERAL RESOURCES

BACKGROUND

The California Division of Mines and Geology has identified the San Pasqual Valley as being
the second largest source of construction-grade sand in western San Diego County. The area
designated by the State Mining and Geology Board as containing regionally significant
construction aggregates is illustrated on Figure 7. The alluvial deposit is chiefly sand with
layers of coarse material toward the upper end of the valley. The most easterly parts of the
valley, having more coarse sand, are estimated to have approximately 95 percent Portland
cement concrete sand. The material specifications for Portland cement concrete aggregate are
more restrictive than for other aggregate types; therefore, fewer sand and gravel deposits in
the county satisfy these specifications. The average thickness of the minable material
throughout the valley is about 85 feet. However, the quality of the sand deposit from Hodges
Reservoir east to “the narrows” is compromised by silt. The total resource in the valley has
been estimated to be 510 million tons, all of which is Portland cement concrete grade sand.

Current sand removal operations in the valley are confined to the removal of sand within the
San Dieguito River and its tributaries for flood control purposes, and to sand removal in
conjunction with the maintenance of an irrigation pond adjacent to the San Dieguito River.

There are a number of objectionable characteristics that typically accompany more extensive
extraction, processing and transportation of sand and gravel products. These include noise,
vibration, air pollution, dust, impacts to hydrology and water quality, and the unattractive
appearance of the site. Sand mining can cause permanent alteration to the floodway, creek
channel and related biological resources, and these impacts conflict with the goal of this Plan
to preserve a riparian corridor along the San Dieguito River and its tributaries. Also, sand
mining has the potential to destroy cultural resource sites, both above and below the surface.

GOAL
+ Preserved sand resources
POLICIES

1. Sand resources should be preserved. Any future consideration of this resource should only
occur at the direction of the City Council.

2. Sand extraction activities should be limited to the removal of sand within the San Dieguito
River and its tributaries for flood control purposes and maintenance activities only.
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FLOOD CONTROL

BACKGROUND

The San Pasqual Valley has a combined watershed of 350 square miles. Between 1947 and
1978, low annual rainfall resulted in very low flows in the San Dieguito River. In this period,
flows exceeded the “five-year storm” peak flow only five times, and at no time was the
“ten-year storm” peak exceeded. As a consequence, the natural watercourses of the creeks
became very narrow and farming in the adjacent floodplain occurred at the very edge of these
low-flow water courses.

The farmers who leased agricultural land from the City had been required, as a condition of
the lease, to maintain the creek channels by removing sand for flood control purposes.
However, as year after year passed with little or no flow in the creeks, flood control
maintenance became sporadic and haphazard, deteriorating to mining pockets of high-quality
sand rather than overall channel maintenance.

In 1978 and 1979, the ten-year storm peak flow was approached or exceeded. In 1980, a
series of intense storms resulted in the equivalent of a 50/100-year flood which inundated
several hundred acres of farmland (See Figure 8). After the floods of 1979-80 in San Pasqual
Valley, excavation by lessees of City-owned property within the pilot channels of the San
Dieguito River and its tributaries for flood control purposes was controlled by the
Engineering and Development Department through Land Development Permits. The
location, width and depth of excavation in both creeks were delineated on approved
engineering drawings and periodic inspections were made to ensure compliance by the
lessees. Excavation work resulted in a unified flood channel connecting various leaseholds in
the Valley which significantly reduced the threat of flooding from a ten-year storm and
damage to agricultural land. At the same time, the City shared in the income derived from the
sale of excavated sand to the construction industry. Flood control measures have been
implemented, however, without a complete analysis of the costs and benefits associated with
these activities. '

This Plan proposes flood control measures consistent with the goal of preserving a riparian
corridor along the San Dieguito River and its tributaries and ensuring sufficient flood
protection to allow for continued agriculture within the valley. Flood control measures are
limited to the maintenance of a pilot channel within this corridor which utilizes the existing
alignments, grades and cross sections with only minor modifications to improve the
hydraulics of the streambeds without extensive excavation of sand and other environmentally
sound flood control options, but only using a cost-benefit analysis. The City’s current
Streambed Alteration Agreement with the California Department of Fish and Game allows
the removal of willows, weeds and other vegetation from the flood control channels within
~ the San Pasqual Valley. The terms and conditions of that agreement limit the width of
channel bottom maintenance to 40 feet, but do not permit the removal of sediment. It is
unknown whether a hydraulic basis exists for the current dimensions of the permitted flood
control pilot channel. '
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GOALS

+ Flood control measures limited to the maintenance by the City of the pilot channel within
the riparian corridors of the San Dieguito River and its tributary creeks

+ Flood control measures beyond maintenance by the City of the pilot channel within the
San DIC%UItO River and tributary areas should be performed according to a cost-benefit
analysis

POLICIES

1. All proposed flood control and bank stabilization measures shall be rev1ewed by the
appropriate agencies for permit requirements.

2. All flood control measures shall be conducted in the context of multi-disciplined riparian
corridor management that integrates flood control, erosion control, groundwater recharge,
ecosystem protection, resource protection and provision for recreation.

3. All flood control measures shall be based upon identified risk assessments from hydraulic
modeling and shall be conducted according to the least environmentally damaging
methods.

4. A cost-benefit analysis' shall be conducted to determine the feasibility of all flood control
measures.

5. All channel maintenance shall, at the City’s option, be performed by the City and shall
generally be limited to cutting, mowing and disking of vegetation within the
approximately 40-foot-wide existing pilot channel bottom to maintain flood carrying
capacity. This maintenance may include the removal of sand. Existing leases that allow for
maintenance of certain channel configurations shall be honored by the City, unless and
until such leases are modified.

6. Periodic sand removal in the riparian open space corridor beyond maintenance of the
40-foot pilot channel can be considered only if determined to be beneficial to the riparian
corridor as part of the implementation of an approved restoration plan.

R O

1. As necessary, refer to specialized literature on the methods of estimating cost and benefits. The cost-benefit
analysis should consist of a study of the costs associated with specific flood control proposals and in
particular locations in the valley, measured against their benefits. The benefits will consist primarily of the
economic benefit to leaseholders derived by having agricultural fields and orchards protected from periodic
flooding. The value of the crops being protected can be calculated. Calculation of flood confrol costs should
include contraction costs (materials and labor); ongoing maintenance; and assessment of environmental
impacts (hydrological, sensitive resources, and so on); and permitting requirements. The cost and benefits of
particular flood control proposals must also be evaluated over time, since flooding in the valley is periodic
and major floods occur infrequently. With a clearer understanding of the benefit and cost, a more objective
decision can be made whether to proceed.
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SPECIFIC PROPOSALS
1. Modify existing leases to allow pilot channel maintenance by the City not the lessees.

2. Maintain an approximately 40-foot-wide pilot channel bottom to maintain flood carrying
capacity.

3. Study economically and environmentally sound approaches to providing the minimum
flood control to support agriculture within the San Pasqual Valley.
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ACTION PLAN

Recommended Timing

Implementation ) : Responsibility for See for More
Measures Adopt with Plan  Ongoing  Within 15 Years Implementation Source of Funding Detail
Modify leases to allow . Real Estate Assets N/A Proposal 1
pilot channel maintenance Department

by the City

Maintain 40-foot-wide . Water Utilities Water Utilities Proposal 2
pilot channel Department Department

Study economically and . "Leaseholders, Undetermined Proposal 3
environmentally sound Water Utilities

approaches to providing Department

the minimum necessary
flood control
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PARK AND RECREATION

BACKGROUND

Consistent with the adopted community plan, the valley is generally free from development.
This open space character results from a number of factors, including extensive agricultural
operations, Hodges Reservoir, the Wild Animal Park and two large areas reserved for
historical parks. The planning area also represents a portion of a larger open space system
proposed by the General Plan extending from the Pacific Ocean to the easterly City limits.

Since its construction (1917-1918), Hodges Reservoir has served as a significant regional
recreation resource available to San Diego County residents as well as visitors to the region.
Recreational activities on Hodges Reservoir are managed and operated through the Water
Utilities Department's City Lakes Program. The City Lakes Program is comprised of the
City’s ten municipal water supply reservoirs. While the primary purpose of